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Current Topics. 


Women in the Bar Examination. 

Tae Bar Examination results which have recently been 
published contain for the first time the names of women, and 
that there shall be no mistake, the compiler of the lists assists 
identification with a ‘‘ Miss.’’ In Constitutional Law and 
English History there are (Class 2) Miss Monica M. G. Cons, 
and (Class 3) Miss Oxive C, CrapHam and Miss AUVERGNE 
In Criminal Law (Class 3) there is Miss CoarRLoTre 


Miss CLapuam and Miss Donerty again. At present the 
aspirants of the superior sex do not threaten to monopolize 
the lists, but we must wait. It may turn out that Portia has 
And she 
Was it not our Portia in 
the House of Commons who was reported the other day in 


| Committee to have said to a critic, ‘‘ You hold your tongue ’’? 


We quote from memory, but the phrase seems to have lingered 
in our mind, and we thought at the time that feminine vigour 
might strike quite a new note at the Bar. And we are not 
sure that the Court will always escape scatheless from the 
sharpness of a woman’s tongue. 


The Easter Cause Lists. 

Tue Easter Cause Liste shew that there is a considerable 
quantity of business to occupy the Courts. Comparing the 
figures now with those of the Easter sittings last year, we 
have Court of Appeal 168 now and 92 then; Chancery Divi- 
sion 245 now and 121 then; Winding-up 39 now and 33 then; 
King’s Bench Division 1,000 now and 616 then; and Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty 1,451 now and 855 then. The corre- 
sponding figures at the beginning of last Michaelmas sittings 
—the time when the lists are usually longest—were: C.A., 
150; C.D., 263; Winding-up, 41; K.B.D., 1.049: P.D. & 


| A., 2,104; so that the present figures appear to shew, in effect, 


an increase in business, save that the Probate’ and Divorce 
List (1,388) does not reach the great total of 2,025 of last 
Michaelmas. In the Court of Appeal list there are the cases 


| of Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Blott and Same v. Green- 


wood on liability to super tax in respect of bonus shares, and 
in the House of Lords the De Keyser case is awaiting judg- 


ment. 
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The New Rent Restriction Proposals. 

Tue Report of the Committee on the Rent Restriction Acts 
had not been issued up to Thursday, but from information 
given in the Times of that day it appears that there is to be 
a considerable extension of the scope of the Acts so as to 
include in London houses up to a rental of £105, in Scotland 
£90, and elsewhere £78. We have always argued that the 
previous limits were too low, and the Acts should extend to 
all tenants who are likely to find difficulty in procuring alter- 
native accommodation. It is stated, too, that the Acts will 
be extended for three years; but the additional 10 per cent. 
increase already allowed will be further increased by 30 per 
cent. in two stages, so as to give a total of 40 per cent. rise. 
But in the higher rented houses the whole increase will take 
effect at once—that is, a rent of £100 will become £140. The 
increase of rent, however, will carry with it a more onerous 
obligation on the landlord to do repairs. And there is to be 
a rise in mortgage interest, but apparently not more than a 
further 4 per cent. in addition to the 4 per cent. already 
allowed under the first Rent Restriction Act of 1919, or 1 per 
cent. altogether. Thus a 44 per cent. pre-war mortgage will 
be brought up to 54 per cent.—not an excessive rate under 
present conditions. These appear to be the proposals on 
which the new Rent Restriction Bill will be based. 


Divorce Reform in the House of Commons, 

Ir may be hoped that the adverse vote in the House of 
Commons on Wednesday will not prejudice the obtaining in 
the present Session of an appreciable amelioration of the 
Divorce Laws. Mr. Renpati’s motion was in favour of 
effect being given to the Majority Report of Lord GorE..’s 
Commission, but it emerged in debate that this was not in- 
tended to preclude amendments to the Report ; and in opposi- 
tion to the motion it was urged that reforms of procedure and 
the placing of the sexes on the footing of equality in regard 
to divorce might be obtained under the Minority Report. It 
is, therefore, not a question of refusing amelioration of the 
laws altogether, but of deciding how far they shall go. In 
fact there is nothing in Lord Buckmaster’s Bill, which in 
effect adopts the Majority Report, to which exception can 
reasonably be taken. The proposed grounds for divorce are 
adultery ; three years’ desertion ; cruelty ; incurable insanity ; 
habitual drunkenness ; and imprisonment under a commuted 
death sentence. The theory of the indissolubility of marriage 
was a theory of the Canon Law, which even that law found 
impracticable, and it has long since been abandoned in this 
country. Even in Ireland divorce can be obtained by Act of 
Parliament, and this is at variance with the indissolubility of 
marriage just as much as a decree of the Divorce Court. There 
is no reason to suppose that freedom of divorce undermines the 
permanency of marriage. The real basis of marriage is the 
willing continued consent of the spouses, and it is because this 
is almost universal that marriage and family life are the 
foundations of society. To enforce the continuance of mar- 
riage in cases where its objects have failed is to inflict unbear- 
able hardship and to encourage immorality. 


Consultative Committees. 

A NOVEL PHASE in the British Constitution has been inau- 
gurated almost without notice on the part of the public at 
large. Perhaps this is not surprising; so many revolutionary 
changes in our ways of thinking and living—for example, 
lady members of Parliament and law students, not to speak 
of lady justices of the peace—have come in like a whirlwind 
in the last eighteen months that it takes a very striking and 
obvious change to attract any attention. Yet all the same 
the change we are about to describe is,-in its way, as great 
as any other. We refer to the gradual introduction of the 
‘‘Consulfative Committee ’’ into the Constitutional Law of 
the land. The Public Health Consultative Committee, the 
Transport Consultative Committee, and the Forestry Consul- 
tative Committee have all now come into being. They are 
the creatures of statute, not of ministerial ukase. They are 
not the transient and embarrassed phantoms of emergency 





legislation, but a permanent part of the abiding law of the 
Bureau. So they cannot be disregarded as of no importance. 
Now, their essence is novel; it consists in setting up com- 
mittees of unpaid experts to advise Government departments 
in the exercise of their statutory powers. These Witenage- 
mots, if one may so cal] them, consist, or are supposed to 
consist, of all the wisest experts in the King’s realm on the 
subject of which they have seisin: physicians on the 
health committee, railway directors and dock directors on 
that of transport, and people concerned in estate manage- 
ment where forests are concerned. Their functions are purely 
advisory, but so were those of the Witenagemots, who assisted 
Epwarp the Confessor and Harotp the Dauntless to rule Eng- 
land before the coming of the Normans. And as the Witenage- 
mots developed out of advisory bodies into assemblies 2f 
representatives whose assent to new laws and taxes was a 
condition precedent of their legal validity, until finally they 
became purely law-making Parliaments, so it is not unlikely 
that the Consultative Committees of experts will develop into 
bodies which control the Executive. This means the passing 
of the lawyer in the offices of State. 


Lawyers versus Consultative Committees. 

Let us see why this is so. The reason is not far to seek. 
Hitherto, except in the unique case of the Post Office, English 
Governments have not attempted to run industrial enterprises. 
The task of Departments has been, rather, to control and 
regulate the running of enterprises by private undertakers. 
Now, such controlling and regulating means the enactment 
of orders and bye-laws, the detection and prosecution of 
offenders, the consideration of particular cases, and the piling 
up of precedents in the decision of particular difficulties. This 
is essentially the task of the lawyer. Hence our civil servants 
have been a kind of State-owned lawyers. They have looked 
at things with legal minds. And when the sudden expansion 
of a department has arisen under the necessity of administer- 
ing a new Act of Parliament—say the Education Act of 1903 
or the National Health (Insurance) Act of 1911—it is to the 
Bar that the Departments have gone for assistance. Bar- 
risters who have not proved a success in the chances of 4 
capricious profession, but whose academic distinction has been 
high and their knowledge of law well vouched for, have found 
their way, as temporary administrative assistants, into public 
offices, and usually have remained in the public service in 
some capacity. We believe that the Labour Exchanges and 
the Trade Boards Acts are almost the only exceptions to the 
rule that a new statute is administered by a body of lawyers 
incorporated into the Civil Service. Of course, trade union 
officials, experienced in matters of trade, naturally take over 
the task of running Labour Exchanges and Trade Boards. 
But Emergency Legislation changed all this. New Ministries 
grew up which wanted, above all, practical men of business, 
for they were engaged in running industries, not in controlling 
them. Most of these Ministries have ended their days, but 
the tendency has remained. The new Ministries of to-day are 
not content with controlling and law-making power ; they want 
to run industries either directly or indirectly. Therefore they 
want the organiser and the expert. So the day of the lawyer- 
civilian would seem to be over, and that of the man of busi- 
ness has begun. Whether the end will be good or evil, who 
shall say ? ' . 


Lawyers in Public Life. 

Ir was WALTER Bacenort who pointed out in his ‘‘ Literary 
Studies,’’ in the essay on ‘‘Good and Bad Lawyers,’’ that 
the lawyer is always a very different person inside and outside 
his profession. Within the sphere of legal practice, almost 
every lawyer is essentially conservative. He loves old forms 
and precedents. He does not want to see them changed at all, 
certainly not much changed. ‘“‘ Leges Anglie nolumus 


mutari’’ has always been a characteristic of the legal practi- 
tioner. But take a lawyer away from the Bar or his solicitor’s 
office. Put him in Parliament, or in charge of a Ministry, or 
in command of a brigade, or on the directorate of a bank or 
other great business undertaking. At once he becomes 4 
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daring innovator, a bold pursuer of the path of reform. The 
reason is that lawyers are the most practical of men in prac- 
tical affairs. They are dealing with practical affairs all day 
long, but under the guise of legal formulas. In the practical 
affair itself their trained intellects, accustomed by long practice 
to grasp new knowledge quickly, if superficially, and called 
upon to deal with a great variety of matters, are 
inevitably broad and open to new ideas. But in the final 
presentation of those affairs they naturally follow the old pre- 
cedents, in which they have learned to discover an anchor in 
what would otherwise be chaos. That is why lawyers are 
open-minded and advanced in the practical side of affairs, but 
narrow-minded and unduly conservative in their formal and 
purely legal aspect. As Watter Bacenor, himself barrister, 
banker, politician, economist, and man of letters, very truly 
and justly points out, the legalism of the lawyer is simply 
the brake necessary to every machine which has constantly to 
run down hill at an exceptionally rapid rate. . 


Points of Divorce Practice. 

WE May MENTION briefly three points of divorce practice 
which received a decision of Mr. Justice McCarpie on the last 
day of the past term. In Laidler v. Laidler (Times, 1\st inst.), 
his lordship held that, where a_ wife requests her 
husband to supply evidence of adultery on condition 
that she will not ask for costs against him, the 
court will, nevertheless, exercise its right to grant 
the wife her costs, in the absence of collusion. In Gibbs v 
Gibbs and Heathcote (Times, 1st inst.), he intimated that, 
notwithstanding recent views to the contrary expressed by 
other judges, he considered the proper practice in divorce to 
be, that a corespondent must not be ordered to pay the 
husband’s costs unless either he knew the respondent to be a 
married woman, or ought to have guessed that she was such. 
Again, in Pullen v. Pullen (ibid), he refused to exercise the 
discretion of the court of granting relief to a husband whose 
wife has committed adultery and who himself, after bringing 
his petition, succumbs to a passing temptation to commit 
fornication with the woman whom he desires to marry on 
obtaining the decree. Such circumstances do not justify an 
exercise of the judge’s discretion in favour of the petitioner 
notwithstanding his own misconduct, under section 31 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Divorce in Canada, 

THe 7imes of 12th inst. contains a communication from 
its Toronto correspondent to the effect that legislation (appar- 
ently, though not so stated, in the Dominion Parliament) is 
proposed for the purpose of conferring divorce jurisdiction 
on the provincial courts in Ontario and Prince Edward 
Island respectively. The courts in British Columbia, Mani- 
toba and Alberta have a divorce jurisdiction under the 
English Matrimonia] Causes Act, 1857, which is ofte of the 
statutes of the United Kingdom that apply in these three 
provinces; but the right to exercise this jurisdiction has had 
to be established by several appeals to the Privy Council. 
The subject was dealt with in these columns in July, 1919 
(63 Soxrtcirors’ Journat, pp. 657, 658), and reference 
is there made to the cases of IVatts v. Watts (1908, A. C. 573), 
British Columbia, and Walker v. Walker, now reported (1919, 
A. C. 947), Manitoba. The case of Alberta was dealt with 
in Board v. Board (1919, A. C. 956). These cases will apply 
equally to Saskatchewan and the North-West Territories. 
There seems to be no question about the right of the New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia courts to exercise divorce juris- 
diction: see Lefroy’s Canada’s Federal System, 319 
English-speaking Canada will thus be fully equipped with 
what is now apparently a necessity for the modern community 
—divorce courts. Quebec, however, still holds back, and the 
courts there, as in Ireland, still have no divorce jurisdiction. 





The next examination of candidates for admission into the Society 
of Incorporated Accountants and Anditors will be held on June Ist 
2nd, 3rd and 4th. Women are eligible under the society's regulations 
to qualify as incorporated accountants upon the same terms and con 
ditions as are applicable to men. 


Property Law Reform at Home 
and Overseas. 
ITT. 


A LARGE part of the reforms, effected and proposed, at home 
and overseas consists in either enlarging or restricting the 
powers of owners to deal with their property. Both ten- 
dencies (towards enlargement and towards restriction) are to 
be seen in operation at the same time. Thus, under the pro- 
‘visions of the Real Property Act, 1845, greater freedom in 
dealing with their rights is conferred on owners of contingent 
and future interests; but the same statute insists that certain 
assurances which might, up to that time, have been effected 
by any written document must, from the time of its coming 
into operation, be made by deed, carrying still further the 
policy of the Statute of Frauds The principle of reform 
by restriction of ownership powers is carried to its extreme 
length in the proposals of the Law of Property Bill to forbid 
the creation of any legal estates in land except estates in fee 
simple and terms of years. No oversea legislature has gone 
quite so far as this, though (as already pointed out) estates 
tail, &c., have in Fiji and British Columbia been made charges 
and incapable of registration as estates of ownership, where 
registered land is concerned. The permission, in the same 
Law of Property Bill, to create estates tail in chattels (a 
proposal probably never before made, much less carried out, 
in any part of the Empire) affords an illustration of enlarge- 
ment of the powers of an owner of property 

These restrictions and enlargements of owners’ rights are 
for the most part considered to be made in the interests of 
property owners in general. The restriction of any owner’s 
power to create life estates, &c., otherwise than as equitable 
interests, is certainly proposed by the framers of the Law of 
Property Bill as a benefit to would-be purchasers of land. 
But it must be remembered that property law reform has not 
been always, either in England or overseas, effected actually 
or ostensibly in the interests of owners of property. Many 
reforms have been carried out in the interests of abstract 
justice, real or supposed, and many in the interests of some 
particular social, economic or political theory, or in the sup- 
posed interests of the community at. large. Sometimes, 1n- 
deed, a reform has had more than one object, and perhaps 
the reform in married women’s property is an example of 
this plurality of objects abstract justice, the interest of 
women as a class in the community, facilitation of transac- 
tions, all seem to have had a share in promoting this reform, 
which has been carried out substantially as completely over- 
sea as in England. ‘A very definite illustration of a reform 
restricting the right of an owner without any reference to 
facilitating transactions is the movement in the oversea 
Dominions—though it has not yet reached England—in the 
direction of restricting the freedom of testamentary gift, and 
insisting on a testator’s dependents being provided for out 
of his disposable assets. ‘ 

The powers of property owners may be said to be enlarged 
by the abrogation of technical rules of law which act as 
hindrances to the unfettered disposition of the property. Such 
is the rule which requires a legal estate in remainder to be 
supported by a particular estate of freehold. The Law of 
Property Bill proposes to abolish this rule (ciause 18), and 
in this respect has alre udy been anticipated by the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1919, of New South Wales (section 16). The 
two enactments are worth comparing. The clause in the 
English Bill says simply: ‘‘ The rule of law requiring @ 
contingent remainder to be supported by a particular estate 
of freehold is hereby abolished.’’ The New South Wales 
section enacts that a contingent remainder is to be ‘‘ capable 
of taking effect notwithstanding the want of a particular 
estate of freehold to support it, in the same manner as it 
would take effect if it were a contingent remainder of an 
equitable estate supported by an outstanding legal estate in 
fee simple.’’ Both in New Zealand and New South Wales 





the rule in Shelley's case has also been abrogated, by enact- 
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ments to the same effect, though differently worded. The 
New Zealand enactment (Property Law Act, 1908, s. 7) runs: 
‘‘ Where a deed or will contains a limitation to any person 
for life, followed by a limitation to the heirs... . 
the latter limitation shall not be deemed to coalesce with the 
former, but shall take effect as a contingent remainder.’’ The 
New South Wales enactment (Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 17) 
is rather longer. The scheme of the Law of Property Bill, 
prohibiting the creation of legal estates for life, of course 
makes it unnecessary to lay hands on the Rule in Shelley’s 
ease, so far as legal estates are concerned, though it will 
continue to operate with respect to equitable estates, and 
the oversea precedent might perhaps be followed in England 
with advantage. The famous rule does not appear to have 
been abrogated elsewhere in the Empire, though some of the 
American States have adopted the course taken by New 
Zealand and New South Wales. The rule of law which pre- 
vented a body corporate holding property in joint tenancy 
with an individual was abolished in England as long ago 
as 1899, but this example has not been universally followed 
overseas. Victoria (Conveyancing Act, 1915, s. 54) and New 
South Wales (Conveyancing Act, 1919, s. 25) are examples 
of the English enactment being adopted, thus enabling a body 
corporate to be joint tenant with a natural person. The 
statutory enactment, that a conveyance to two persons primd 
facie imports a grant to them as tenants in common, and not 
as joint tenants, has not yet found a place in the United 
Kingdom law, but is to be found in Saskatchewan (Land 
Titles Act, 1917, s. 197) and New South Wales (Convey- 
ancing Act, 1919, s. 26). 

Easements in gross are not yet recognized interests in land 
in England, but they can be created in New Zealand 
(Property Law Act, 1908, s. 13), and also (though only as 
to registered land) in South Australia and Western Australia. 

Greater freedom in dispositions under settlements and wills 
would be conferred on settlors and testators by allowing quasi- 
remainders to be created by deed in chattels real, and by 
validating gifts which now are often void for remoteness. 
Provisions of this kind appear in some oversea statutes. In 
New South Wales (by section 15 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1919), and in New Zealand by section 5 of the Property Law 
Act, 1908, ‘‘ any estate or interest that can be created by 
will in any chattel real may also be created by deed.’’ This, 
of course, has reference to the rule that remainders cannot 
be created in chattels, though executory interests may be 
created by will in terms of years, so that what amounts 
yractically to life estate and remainder can be bequeathed 
by a testator. In New South Wales and New Zealand accord- 
ingly such executory interests may for the future be created 
by deed, and thus in effect. terms of years may be limited for 
life with remainder over, just as in the case of estates in 
fee simple. In Victoria and New South Wales the avoid- 
ance of gifts for remoteness will be less frequent than in the 
past, for by section 11 of the Real Property Act, 1918 
(Victoria), and section 36 of the Conveyancing Act, 1919 
(New South Wales), gifts that would be void for being made 
to vest at an age beyond twenty-one years are validated, 
and the provisions of the instrument are to be construed 
as though the vesting age were twenty-one. 

A reform made in New South Wales as long ago as 1858 
might well be adopted in England for the purpose of pre- 
venting the intentions of two persons who make mutual 
wills from being frustrated, if these persons — to perish 
in a shipwreck or other common catastrophe. The ordinary 
rule in such circumstances is that where there is no actual 
evidence as to which of the two survived, no presumption by 
reason of age is allowed to be made. This is altered in 
New South Wales by an enactment re-enacted as section 35 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1919. The probable origin of this 
enactment was referred to in these pages a short time ago 
(ante, p. 335). Under this statute the younger is deemed 
to have survived the elder. 

Although the prohibitions against certain legal estates, and 
against mortgages in fee, proposed by the Law of Property 





in New Zealand restrictions are placed on the creation of 
certain equitable interests. By section 9 of the Property 
Law Act, 1908, ‘‘ No vendor of any land shall have any 
equitable lien thereon by reason of the non-payment of the 
purchase money . . . . for the same ’’; and by section 63 of 
the same Act, ‘‘ No land shall be charged or affected, by way 
of equitable mortgage or otherwise, by reason only of any 
deposit of title-deeds . . . . whether or not such deposit is 
accompanied by a written memorandum. .’ The Law 
of Property Bill expressly preserves the right of creating an 
equitable interest in land by ‘‘ a deposit of documents ”’ 
(clause 4), but the same clause prohibits the creation of 
equitable interests by any method other than certain pre- 
scribed methods. Under this clause an instrument purport- 
ing to create an equitable interest in any other way is to 
“operate only as an agreement to give effect to the trans- 
action,’’ thus creating (as in New Zealand) some kind of 
interest less than an equitable interest in the land. There 
is an analogous provision in a British Columbia statute (Land 
Registry Act, 1911, s. 104), under which an instrument is 
not to ‘‘ pass any estate or interest either at law or in equity 
in such land until the same shall be registered.’’ This enact- 
ment has been the subject of observations in a Privy Council 
appeal ; see Howard v. Miller (1915, A. C. 318, 326). 

The most striking instance of legislation overseas, which 
has so far nothing to correspond with it in England, restrict- 
ing rights of disposition of property not so much in the in- 
terests of vendors or purchasers of land as in the interest 
of social welfare generally, is the legislation restricting the 
right of testamentary disposition. By the ordinary law of 
England an owner (if of sound mind, &c.) is entitled to leave 
his property to whom he chooses. The result has been in 
many cases that a widow and children have been left un- 
provided for, or insufficiently provided for, on the testator’s 
death. The principle of the Scottish jus relicte and legitim 
has been adopted in many of the Dominions, under which a 
widow (in some cases the husband of a deceased wife) and 
children are entitled to apply to the courts for a partial (or 
it may be total) revocation of the testator’s dispositions for 
the purpose of providing a proper sum (by way of capital 
or income, according to circumstances) for the due mainten- 
ance of the family of the deceased. The courts have juris- 
diction conferred on them to order the payment of a sufficient 
sum out of the testator’s assets for the purpose. Legislation 
of this kind exists in New Zealand, New South Wales, Queens- 
land, Victoria, Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta. The 
statutes are usually entitled Family Maintenance Acts, and 
they seem to have originated in New Zealand. The policy 
and construction of these Acts have already been the subject 
of discussion in the Privy Council ; see Allardice v. Allardice 
(1911, A. C. 730). This particular kind of reform, and the 
distinction on the general question of policy between England 
and the Dominions, is also illustrated by enactments in New 
Zealand and some of the Canadian provinces, under which 
the family homestead cannot be reached by general creditors 
of the head of the family. The same thing is seen in Aus- 
tralia, where in all the States (and also in New Zealand) 
policies of life insurance are partially protected against the 
claims of creditors. In England this protection of the home 
and of life policies can only be secured by deliberate steps 
ad hoe being taken to place the property in the position of 
settled property. 


James Epwarp Hose. 
(To be continued.) 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Dr. Addison, replying to 
Mr. L. Lyle, said he had sanctioned a scheme, supported by all parties 
on the Bradford Council, for the establishment of a municipal hospital. 
This appeared to him the only practicable method of providing the 
institutional accommodation necessary to meet the needs of the city. 
He fully appreciated the value of the work done by the voluntary 
hospitals, and was aware of the difficulties under which they were now 
labouring, but he was not yet in a position to make any definite state- 
ment on the subject. Mr. Lyle asked whether other boroughs and 
towns would be enabled to set up hospitals in the same way. Dr. 


Bill have no precise counterparts in oversea legislation, yet | Addison : We will consider other cases on their merits as they arise. 
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-The Land Values Committee. 
I 


Tae Land Values Committee was appointed by the House of 
Commons in July, 1919, “to inquire into the present position of 
the duties imposed by Part I. of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 ; to 
make recommendations in regard to their retention, alteration or 
appeal, and in regard to such legislative or administrative measures 
as may be necessary in order to give effect thereto ; to inquire into 
the basis and present position of the valuations of land prescribed 
by Part I. of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, and to make recom- 
mendations thereon, regard being gad to the desirability of State 
valuations of land being available for public purposes.” 

The terms of the reference seem sufficiently wide to have enabled 
the Committee to make a thorough examination of the whole 
question of the Land Value Duties; but, in fact, differences of 
epinion arose as to the nature of the functions imposed by the 

ouse, and the following Report has now been presented : 


“That, owing to difficulties arising from different interpreta- 
tions of the order of reference and divergent views as to the 
scope of their inquiry, they had been unable to consider the 
matters to them referred. They have, however, received proofs 
of the evidence in chief, offered by Mr. Percy THompson, C.B., 
Mr. Epcar Harper, Mr. Howeit Tomas, Mr. ALEXANDER 
Buiarr, and Mr. Cuartes Henry Gort, officials of the Inland 
Revenue Department ; and from the Surveyors’ Institute, the 
Law Society, the Land Union, the Land Agents’ Society, and 
the United Committee for the Taxation of Land Values, on the 
question of the retention of the Land Value Duties and the 
1909 Valuation : this evidence is attached and the Committee 
recommend that it be printed for information.” 


Pending @ decision of Parliament or of the Government as to the 
future of the duties, we do not propose to discuss in detail this 
evidence, interesting as it is ; but it will be useful to give an outline 
of their operation as it is presented in the proofs of the evidence 
which the witnesses were prepared to give. } in the case of the 
Income Tax Commission, these proofs furnish a fairly complete view 
of the matter ; but we miss the examination of the witnesses, which 
in the case of that Commission was so instructive, and we are, of 
course, without any information as to the views of the Committee. 

Taking the witnesses in the order of the Report, the evidence of 
Mr. ALEXANDER BLatr was confined to the difficulties which had 
arisen in the administration of the Finance Act, 1910, in Scotland, 
and we need not deal with it ; and the valuation of minerals which 
formed the subject of the evidence of Mr. C. H. Gort, Superintend- 
ing Valuer (West Riding Division) is too special a matter to deal 
with in this short summary. Mr. C. J. HoweLtt Tomas, Deputy 
Chief Valuer to the Board of Inland Revenue, describes the organiza- 
tion of valuation under the Act in England and Wales, and the 
fourteen valuation divisions into which the country is divided—-with 
a map shewing their boundaries—and the mode in which informa- 
tion for the purposes of Valuation was obtained and recorded. In 
addition to the map, his evidence contains a useful collection of the 
valuation forms and instructions, including Forms 4 and 8, which 
were the subject of decision in Dyson v. Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 
158), and Burghes v. Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 173), and he 
states the effect of some of the chief legal decisions which have 
proved adverse to the working of the Act :—The Lumsden case (1914, 
A. C. 877), the Plymouth case (Commissioners v. Clay, 1914, 3 K. B. 
466), the Norton Malreward case (Commissioners v. Smyth, 1914, 
3 K. B. 404), and the Chel/s Farm case (Commissiomers v. Hunter, 
1914, 3 K. B. 423). The Lumsden case shewed that the duty might 
be leviable, not only on increment on site value, but on the ordinary 
trade profits of a builder, and it was proposed to overrule it by the 
Revenue Bill of 1914. The Bill was not proceeded with, but in 
accordance with Ministerial pledges given at the time, the collection 
of the duty has remained in abeyance in cases where there is no 
genuine increase in the value of the site. The Plymouth case raised 
the question of sale in the open market by a willing seller, as the 
test ie ascertaining gross value under section 25 (1), and decided 
that the value might be increased by the circumstance of a particular 
purchaser being willing, for special reasons, to give a high price, not- 
withstanding that the vendor might, in the absence of such a purchaser, 
have taken less. The Norton Malreward case and the] Chells Farm 
case dealt with the valuation of agricultural land as regards the 
inclusion cf the value of unexhausted manures and tillages, and 
Scrutton, J., held that these must be included both for gross value 
and total value. It had been the practice of the Commissioners to 
reflect in all values the more or less lasting effect of manurings and 
farming operations, but to disregard the ephemeral effect of tillages, 
dressings, sowings or other operations of the tenant in the ordina 
course of husbandry, as they may have existed on the 30th April, 
1909, in anticipation of that year’s harvest. It was considered that 











the contrary principle laid dowa in these cases was impracticable of 
application, since it was not feasible to ascertain the exact position 
in regard to such matters on 30th April, 1909, and hence, as from 
the date of the decisions, orders were given to suspend the general 
service of provisional valuations of agricultural land. Notice of 
appeal was given in these cases ; but the appeals have stood over 
and still appear each sittings in the Court of Appeal lists as abated. 

The official view is further explained in the evidence of Mr. Percy 
THompson, one of the Inland Revenue Commissioners. He 
describes the difficulties which have been experienced in adminis 
tration as follows :— 

“(a) The necessity of assessing and collecting the Land 
Values Duties (two of which were based upon the values to be 
fixed in the general valuation) deociinngenale with the process 
of making the valuation, thus diverting the time and energies 
of the staff from the work of valuation to work in connection 
with the duties, 

“(4) The unusual nature of the values which have to be 
ascertained under the Statute—values of a completely new 
character, with which neither expert valuers nor the public were 
familiar. 

“(c) The prolonged and organized opposition which was 
offered by the public and inevitably led to legal and technical 
points of all kinds being raised against the valuations, even 
when these would, if sustained, be of but doubtful benefit to 
the taxpayer.” 

And, in addition, there were technical difficulties incidental to the 
working of the system. And as regards the general causes which 
have contributed to the failure of the duties from the administrative 
point of view, he mentions their complexity, which prevents the tax- 
payer, except in the pony cases, from forming even an approxi- 
mate estimate of what duty he will be called upon to pay ; or from 
understanding an assessment without incurring the expense of 
expert assistance. This construction, he says, in itself is bound to 
make a tax more than usually unpopular and to render its admin- 
istration difficult. 

Then, as regards undeveloped land duty, in land upon which this 
might be assessed there is an agricultural element, and the 
suspension since February, 1914, of agricultural valuations has 
involved the suspension of undeveloped land duty assessments as 
well, And as to this duty Mr. Thompson says :— 

“13. Moreover, in so far as the duty has been operative, it 
has failed to achieve its object, viz., to tax land which was ripe 
for building, but which was held up for other purposes. 

“In practice most of the land which is ripe escapes, and the 
tendency is for the duty to fall chiefly on rtpeniny land round 
towns and cities, which for the present is not required for 
building, and which is used, and properly used, for agriculture, 
but has attained a capital value in excess of its agricultural 
value on account of its prospective requirements for urban 
purposes. 

“The causes of this are to be found in the exemptions and 
allowances granted under the Act—principally the exemption of 
land used in connection with businesses, the exemption of land 
occupied together with a dwelling-house, and the allowance for 
expenditure on roads and sewers.” 


And, in addition, the duty has proved both difficult and expensive 
to administer. As to Land Value Duty, Mr. THompson says :— 


“18 . . Administration is further rendered difficult because 
in the case of a very large number of assessments it is necessary 
to make difficult mathematical calculations and apportionments 
both of increment value which arose and of duty paid or 
deemed to have been paid on previous ‘occasions,’ and to apply 
highly scientific principles for aseertaining the amount of duty 
payable. All this tends to unavoidable delay in disposing of 
cases, and the delay is increased by the necessity of keeping 
accurate records, and of constant inspection of areas and 
boundaries of the land.” 


The truth of all this is matter of familiar knowledge. And then 
as to reversion duty, the administration of the duty has been for 
some time partially in abeyance in consequence of the decision in 
the Camden case (1915, A. C. 241), and in the Feelesiastical Com- 
missioners’ case (1919, 2 K. B. 67). The latter is under appeal to 
the House of Lords; but, until reversed, the expense incurred by a 
lessee in building is treated as part of the original value of the 
premises, and the scheme of the duty is obviously ignored 

These discussions are discussed in detail in Appendix F to Mr. 
Tuompson’s evidence, and Appendix E gives a very useful summary 
of all the decided cases—54 in number. Appeals to Referees are 
summarized in Table C, appended to Mr. Harrer’s evidence. 


(To be continued.) 
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Books of the Week. 


Insurance —Insurance against Loss of Profit Kesulting from 
Fire. By G. W. Youncer, F.C.LS. 3s. net. 

Belgian Law.—Dictionary of Anglo-Belgium Law. By L. E. 
F. Anspacn, Avocat, and A. M. Coutancne, Barrister-at-Law. In 
two parts. Sweet and Maxwell (Limited). 21s. net. 

Death Duties.—The Death Duties, comprising Estate, Legacy 
and Succession Duties, with Decided Cases, Forms, Notes on Practice, 
and the Text of the Statutes. By Ropert Dymonp, of the Estate 
Duty Office, Somerset House, Solicitor. Third Edition. The 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited). 21s. net. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


He GODMAN. GODMAN v. GODMAN. No. 1. 24th and 25th 


February ; 220d March. 





Witt—Sovpier’s Witt—Lerrer Contarntnc Instructions ror ALTER- 
ATION OF Witt—Rear ano Personat Estate INTENDED TO BE Disposep 
or—DeaTtu serore Preparation or Copicu, Possrpte—Document In- 
EFFECTIVE AS TO Reat Estate—(itrrs or PeRsONALTY DEPENDENT ON 
Giirts or Reatry. 


An officer who had been taken a prisoner of war wrote home a letter 
to his wife containing instructions to be given to his solicitor for alter- 
ations to hig existing will both aa regards real and personal estate, 
owing to acquisitions of the former and changes in hia intereata in the 
latter. He died in Germany before a codicil could be prepared and 
sent to him for hig execution, and before the passing of the Wills 
(Noldiers’ and Sailors’) Act, 1w:8 


Held (Scrutton, L.J., dissenting), that the gifts of realty and per- 
sonalty intended by the testator to be carried into effect were go inter- 
dependent that as the document could not take effect as a will with 
regard to realty, if ought not to be admitted to probate asa will of 
personalty only, as to do ao would defeat the testator’s real intentiona. 


Decision of Horridge, J., afirmed 


Appeal from a decision of Horridge, J., on the question whether a 
letter written by the late Captain F. T. Giodman, of Little Ote Hall, 
Wivelsfield, Sussex, when a prisoner of war in Germany, ought to be 
admitted to — as a soldier's will. The letter, dated 8th July, 
1917, was addressed to.his wife, and was as follows :—‘‘ Also tell Mat 
tingly [his solicitor] this affects my will, which I now want added to at 
once; that as Whitbread & Co (Limited) have given the shareholders 
more leaving powers I wish that Dick and Tommy to have my ordinary 
shares equally divided between them; also that Bankside and grounds 
are to be in case of my death yours for life and then Tommy’s plus 
Bankside Farm, the remainder of my property to be Dick’s; otherwise 
the will holds good. You will please shew him what I have written.” 
Captain Godman died at Holzminden Prison Camp on 12th October, 
1917, leaving estate in England and Canada amounting in the aggregate 
to about 000. He had made a will dated 12th August, 1914, by 
which he gave to his wife an annuity and the possession of Little Ote 
Hall during life or widowhood, and left the residue equally between his 
children who should survive him and attain twenty-one.’ By a codicil 
dated 8th August, 1915, directions were given as to certain family 
jewels. Between the making of his will and the writing of the letter 
the testator had acquired Bankside Farm, Dumbrells, the freehold house 
known as Bankside, and certain cottages. At the time when the letter 
was written there were living the two children of the testator therein 
named, but the elder, Richard, died in July, 1918, leaving Thomas the 
only surviving child. Horridge, J., refused to pronounce for probate 
of the letter, holding that the document did not itself purport to dis- 
pose of property, but expressed the testator’s intention to execute a 
new codicil to that effect. In his lordship’s opinion the realty and the 
personalty were so indivisibly and inseparably mixed that the Court 
could not give effect to the gift of personalty alone, apart from the 
realty. The testator’s widow appealed. Cur, adv. vult. 

Lord Srernpave, M.R., said that the appeal raised a question of im- 
portance as to the effect of a document alleged to be a valid soldier’s 
will or codicil, and therefore a testamentary document which should be 
admitted to probate. If it was admitted, it was clear that it could 
only operate on the personal estate mentioned in it, and had no operation 
as regards real property. The question was less important since the 
Wills (Soldiers’ and Sailors’) Act, 1918, which enabled soldiers to deal 
by a soldier's will with realty as well as personalty. That Act did not 
apply, as the testator died before it was passed. Before the Statute of 

rauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3) it was not necessary for wills to be in writing. 
That statute by section 5 required wills of realty to be in writing and 
attested by three witnesses, by section 19 required certain conditions for 


a nuncupative will of personalty, and by section 23 gave soldiers on 
actual military service the privilege of disposing of their personal pro- 
perty as they might have done before the Act. The Wills Act, 1837, 
required all wills to be in writing and attested with certain formalities 
mentioned therein, but by section 11 continued the privileges previously 
age to soldiers on actual military service. The effect of that legis- 
ation was in his (his lordship’s) opinion to leave soldiers’ wills of per- 


sonalty subject to the same —— as those relating to all wills 
before the Statute of Frauds and the Wills Act, 1837. As might be 
expected there were few modern cases dealing with the question. The 
infrequency of wars of great magnitude involving this country, and the 
improved means of communication with soldiers on active service, had 

revented the occurrence of many cases of soldiers’ and sailors’ wills. 

t was necessary, therefore, to look back to the old authorities to find 
out the practice of the Ecclesiastical Courts in such cases. There were 
many such cases, but he (his lordship) did not propose to discuss them 
in detail, as he had had the advantage of reading Scrutton, L. J.’s ex- 
amination of them. He agreed with that examination and the statement 
of the principles to be extracted from the cases, so far as any definite 
sincisles could be so extracted. It was also correct to say that it was 
not easy to ascertain the application of those principles to any particular 
case: Jarman on Wills, at p. 127. He (his lordship) regretted, how- 
ever, that he differed from Scrutton, L.J., as to the application of those 
principles to the particular document in the present case. The fact 
that a document purported to be instructions for a more formal instru- 
ment was not by itself sufficient to prevent its being admitted to pro- 
bate, and the fact that if admitted, it would only carry out part of the 
testator’s intentions, and not the whole, was not sufficient if the part 
carried out and the part not carried out were independent of one 
another. But if the effect would be not to carry out the testator’s In. 
tentions it ought not to be admitted to probate. It was necessary, 
therefore, to examine the document and its intention and effect. [His 
lordship then read the passage from the letter above quoted, and con- 
tinued :] It was clearly on the face of it an instruction to his colicitor, 
Mr. Mattingly, to prepare some document which would effect an alter- 
ation in his will of the nature mentioned. The testator did not purport, 
nor did he in his (his lordship’s) opinion intend, to effect that dneciiel 
by means of the letter alone, but he contemplated the preparation of a 
formal document, probably a codicil, for that purpose. There was, 
however, ample authority for the proposition that a document which was 
in terms an instruction for a more formal document might be admitted 
to probate if it was clear that it contained a record of the deliberate 
and final expression of the testator’s wishes with regard to his pro- 
perty. If he died soon afterwards without having had any opportuni- 
ties of obtaining the formal document, the presumption was that the 
informal document was the last expression of his wishes. In the pre- 
sent case the testator died before he had, or in the circumstances could 
have, received any answer to his letter, and therefore there was no 
reason to presume any change of intention. That, however, as was 
pointed out by Lord Selborne in Whyte v. Pollok (7 App. Cas. 400), 
did not establish the fact that the document should be admitted to 
probate. It was necessary to look at the document itself and consider 
its effect in connection with all the facts of the dase. The document 
purported to deal with both real and personal property and was in- 
operative as to the realty. That fact had been held to raise a presump- 
tion that it did not express the testator’s wishes : see Jekyll v. Jekyll 
(1 Lee, 419, at p. 429), Douglas v. Smith (3 Knapp, 1), and Tudor vy. 
Tudor (4 Hagg. Ecc. 199). The last case was reported in a note to 
Gillow v. Bourne (4 Hagg. Ecc. 192), where the decision of Sir John 
Nicholl was cited and approved. It was true that in those cases there 
were other circumstances pointing to the document not being an expres- 
sion of the testator’s wishes, but they established the presumption that 
had been mentioned. It wag also pointed out in those cases that a 
document dealing with realty and personalty, and inapplicable as to 
realty, could be admitted to probate if the disposition of the per- 
sonalty was intended to be independent of that of the realty, per Sir 
John Leach in Douglas v. Brown (supra). Here no one could read the 
document without seeing that the dispositions of realty and personalty 
cotld not be independent or intended to operate independently of one 
another. If the testator’s solicitor made the alteration as to personalty 
without making the alteration as to the realty, he would be making 
not the alteration which he was instructed to make, but another. He 
(his lordship) thought that the analysis by Horridge, J., of the manner 
in which the dispositions of realty and personalty were connected was 
correct, but he was content to say that the connection appeared on the 
face of the document. He thought that those circumstances were con- 
clusive against admitting the document to probate. If admitted it 
could only effect an alteration which the testator never expressed any 
wish to make, and probably never considered. The result of admitting 
the passage in the testator's letter to probate would be, as was said by 
Sir John Nicholl in Tudor v. Tudor (supra), not to carry out but to 
defeat the testator’s wishes. It was argued that that was no reason 
for not admitting the document to probate, any more than the fact of 
one gift being void as being against the law of perpetuity or some 
similar reason would be a reason for not admitting it. He (his lord- 
ship) did not think that the analogy was a true one. In that case the 
will would contain exactly the gift which the testator intended, but it 
could not be carried into effect, because it would be contrary to law. 
Here the gifts of realty, whether good or bad in law, would be ex- 
cluded from the will altogether, and therefore the alterations contem- 
plated by the testator, when he wrote the letter, would not be carried 
out. The conclusion of Horridge, J., was right, and the appeal should 
be dismissed. 

Warrinaton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Scrutron, LJ., in a dissenting judgment, after stating the effect of 
the Statute of Frauds and the Wills Act, 1837, eaid the soldier remained 
at liberty to make an informal oral or written will of a. In 
his lordship’s view the doctrine of the Ecclesiastical Courts stood 
thus: There was a class of document containing an expression of the 





soldier’s wishes as to the disposition of his property at his death whiclt 
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might be admitted as a will, though it contained ambiguous expres 
sions, if the Court were satisfied by parole evidence on the document 
itself that it was a fixed and final expression of the testator’s wishes 
and not a mere deliberative and temporary document compiled for con 
sideration. That class of casé was din ussed by the House of Lords 

Whyte v. Pollok (7 App. Cas. 400), when a document headed “ Notic« 
of intended settlement by * was admitted to probate as a 
perfect will. In Barwick v. Mullings (2 Hagg. Ecc 


were: ‘“‘ This is a memorandum of my intended will,"’ and it wag said 
that that would be deemed his will until he had executed a more 
formal instrument. In Hattatt v. Hattatt (4 Hagg. Ecc. 211), I in 


tend this as a sketch of the will which I intend making on my return 
home ’’ was said to be valid and intended to take effect in the 
deceased did not make a more formal paper. But there was a second 
class of imperfect or unfinished documents, where the ly 
contemplated doing something more. To admit such a 
probate two conditions were required : first, that the deceased had 
finally decided to dispose of his property as expressed on the imperfect 
paper ; and, secondly, that he never abandoned that intention and was 
only prevented by the act of God from completing his will. In the 
present case, if there were a fixed and final intention, the second con 
dition was fulfilled. It was not a case of an unfinished instrument and 
long unexplained delay, as in Abbot v. Peters (4 Hagg. Eee. 380 
Dingle v. Dingle (4 Hagg. Ecc 388), or Elede ny Bled n (4 Hayy Kx 

183). The decision of Sir F. Jeune in Gattward v. Knee (1902, P. 99), 
in favour, as a soldier’s will, of the letter, ‘‘ You will receive the lot if 
I am killed in action, for I shall make out my will in your favour 

was in accordance with those principles. The real question arose on 
the first condition of admissibility, ‘‘ the fixed and final intention,’’ and 
Horridge, J., had revoked the probate on the ground that the docu 
ment did not comply with the necessary formalities for wills of realty, 
and that the bequests of personalty were dependent on the devise of 
realty and indivisibly connected with them. A large number of cases 
as to contingent wills was collected in Williams on Executors, volum: 
I., at p. 136, where the test was stated to be: ‘“‘If the will is made 
dependent on the contingency occurring, its validity will depend on 
the happening of the contingent event, but if the contemplated possible 
event is merely the reason of the making of the will it will be valid 
and effectual in any event.’’ It appeared to his lordship that 
invalidity of-disposition of realty had been used to cadiale from pro 
bate documents expressing wishes as to personalty, one of two things 
had happened; either (1) the dispositions as to personalty had been 
inextricably mixed with those as to realty, or (2) the circumstance had 
been used as evidence that the testator, considering the knowledge 
which he must have had, had not made a fixed and final disposition 
of his property. An instance of the first was in Douglas v. Smith and 
Brown (3 Knapp, 1), where debts were chargeable on real and personal 
estate, and an instance of the second was Calamy and Limbery v. Hyde 
and Mason (1 Lee, 423, note), where the Court said This paper 
cannot operate as to the real. estate, and the deceased being a lawyer 
must know so much.’’ On these principles it seemed to his lordship 
that one could not infer that Mr. Godman did not finally state his 
wishes for the disposal of his property because the wishes were not 
attested as required by the law then in force as to soldiers’ wills. There 
was no reason to think that he knew anything about what made a good 
soldier’s will. To refuse probate to this document would, as it seemed 
to his lordship, defeat his wishes as to personalty and would put part of 
his realty under a wil! which was made when he did not possess that 
part, and under which he did not intend that part to come. It would 
defeat his wishes in both respects, whereas to admit the document to 
probate would fulfil his wishes as to personalty, though those as to 
realty could not be carried into effect. The latter course seemed the 
lesser of two evils. In his lordship’s view the Ecclesiastical Courts 
before 1837 would, on the authorities, have admitted the letter to pr: 

bate, especially as it was the letter of a soldier who could not be pre 
sumed to know the law. There did not seem any ground for thinking 
that the bequests of personalty were clearly conditional on those as to 
realty being valid. While regretting the difference with the 
members of the Court, his lordship thought that the appeal should be 
allowed. The difference appeared to be not so much upon principles as 
upon their application, and as the Wills (Soldiers’ and Sailors’) Act 
1918, now 
perty that he had enjoyed as to personal property, the difference was 
no longer of any general importance.—Counset, T’omlin, K.C., and 
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ae the soldier the same privileges in respect of real pro- | 


S. O. HennCollins ; Thorn Drury, K.C., and Grazebrook; Priestley, | 


K.C., and W. O. Willis. Sotrscrrors, Theodore Goddard & Co.; BE. J 
Stokes ; Thompson d: Mattingly 
(Reported by H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Low.| 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re HORTON. LLOYD v. HATCHETT. Eve, J. 19th March 
Witt—Constrvction—Devise or CopyHotps “‘ Now Heip sy Me’ 

Wut Speakinc rrom Deata or Testator—Contrary INTENTION 

Wrius Act, 1837 (1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 24. 

A teatator devised copyholds “now held by me 1{¢ the date 
death he was tenant of the entirety, but at the date of the will he wu 
tenant of a moiety only, 

Held, that the devise operated to pass the entirety of the copyholds 
Lady Langdale v. Briggs (8D WV. & G. 391) considered 


off 


The testator, T. G. Horton, died in March, 1872. 
ill nearly thirty years previously, that is to say, in September, 1845 
By his ‘all my copyhold messuages, lands, tenements. 
d hereditaments, and parts and shares of copyhold messuages, lands, 
hereditaments, being parcel of the Manor of Lambeth, 
now held by me as a customary tenant of the 


hav ing made his 


“ ill he dev ised 


tenement ind 


n the unty of Surrey 


said manor or otherwise '’ unto, and so on. This summons waa taken out 
to have it determined whether the devise passed the testator’s interest 
in the copyholds at the date of his decease, at which time he was tenant 
of the entirety, or whether it was limited to his i terest at the date of 
his will at which time he was tenant of a moiety only 
Eve, J The first question is, apart altogethe: from section 24 of the 
Wills A does the devise extend to the w hole of the testator's copy 
h | vis it limited to those of which he was tenant at the date of the 
| thes rds, is the generality of the opening words cut down 
hy the expression now held by me as customary tenant Counsel on 
heha f the first defendant, who insists that all the copyholds ate 
included, rele m the words or otherwise which follow “the words 
held by me as a customary tenant of the said manor,”’ and argues 
that they cannot be read as referring to the immediate antecedent, 


hasmuch as a man cannot hold copyholds otherwise than as a customary 


tenant Chey must therefore be referable to something else, and he 
iggests that the true effect of their introduction is to make the devise 
t devise of all my copyholds, both those which I now possess and those 
hich | may at any time hereafter acquire. I think this construction 
the right one, and that the words have the effect of preventing the 
senerality of the devise being controlled by the reference to the copy 
holds of which the testator was tenant at the date of the will Accord 


nly, on the construction of the will, [ hold that the demise operated 
» pass the entirety of the copyholds, But if this construction be wrong, 
| the devise cannot be held to extend to all the copyholds of which 


the testator died possessed, without recourse to section 24 of the Wills 


\ct, the question then arises whether the language used by the testator 
wlews a contrary intention within that section. Those who argue that 
it Boes rely mainly, if not entirely, on the presence of the word ‘‘ now,” 
and maintain that the case is governed by Cole v. Scott (1 Mac. & G 
518 ind is expressly covered by the observations of Turner, L.J., in 
Lady Langdale Briggs (8 D. M. & G. 391 but | do not think the 
observations of the Lord Justice really assist me on this occasion 
Further, the decision in Cole v. Scott was arrived at upon a will from 
vhich the Court drew the conclusion that the testator had therein 
differentiated between gifts which he intended respe tively to include 
wv exclude after-acquired property, and that the word “ now’ had 


been deliberately employed by him to indicate gifts falling within the 


latter of the two classes. The case cannot be regarded as deciding 
that the simple use of the word “ now,’’ apart from the context or 
ther indications in the will, must be treated as shewing a contrary 
intention within the section The question, therefore, is whether, by 
reason of any ontext. or anv other of the provisions of the will, 1 


ought to hold that the testator intended by the use of the word ‘‘ now " 


to exclude the after-acquired interest from his devise. In this con- 
nection it is not unimportant to bear in mind what was said by the 
Court of Appeal in Everett v. Everett (7 Ch. D. 428) by way of caution 

iinst cutting down the operation of section 24 The cases appear to 
ie to have established that neither the use of the possessive pronoun 
nor of the present tense, nor of the word “ now,’ is sufficient in itself 
to shew a contrary intention, though each may accurately be said to 


refer to a subject-matter existing at the date when the will was made 
But the testator must be taken to know that his dispositions will be 
nstrued with reference to the property comprised in them as if his will 
executed before his death and the possessive 

the present tense, and the adverb ‘‘ now being equally 


capable of being read as referring to the subject-matter then existing 


had been immediatels 


roun 


they will in fact be so read, unless he makes clear his intention that 
his will should in those respects be construed as on the date he made it 
If he does not do so, the words and tense are regarded as referring to 


ondition of things existing immediately before his death. In the 
vill before me I can discover no context or other indications from which 
{ can conclude that the testator intended the word ‘ to refer to 
iny moment of time other than the moment immediately preceding his 
leath, and I do not think the fact that it is used in conjunction with the 
difference 


the « 


‘now 


possessive pronoun and the present tense makes any 
Wagstaff v. Wagstaff (8 Eq. 229); Hepburn v Skirving (4 Jur. N. 8 
651 I come to the conclusion, therefore, that all the testator’s interest 
in the copyholds passed under the devise Counset. J. CG. Wood; 
Gover, K.C and Hf / Fraser; G. Henderaon P N Franey 
Sonrcrrors, Kinch d: Richardson, for Davis, Lloyds, d W ilaon, New 
port: 7’. C. Summerhaya d- Son; {rnold, Chadwick. Fooks. & Ca 
Reported by 8. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-law.] 


GATES ». W. A. AND R. J. JACOBS (LIM.). P. ©. Lawrence, J. 
12th March. 
PLEADING 


IneACHES OF COVENANT 


Pracrice—SraruTory Notice oF 
Onper 19, R. 14 
{ statement of elawm {or possession on the ar und of breaches of 


nant is not demurrable me rely on the ground that the statutory 


notice of auch breaches which ia required to he given by section 14 of 
hecause such a atatutory 


the Conve yancing ict. 1881. wt not ple aded j 
notice is a condition precedent to the plaintiff's cause of aetion, and ia 
moplied in accordance with ord, 19, r. 14 
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Fox v. Jolly (1916, A. C. 1) distinguished. 
Jolly v. Brown (1914, 2 K. B. 120) applied 


In this case the defendants were in possession of certain leasehold 
messuages, and the term had not expired There were restrictive 
covenants. The plaintiffs, who were the trustees of the will of the 
lessor, commenced an action to recover possession for breaches of the 
said covenants, and by their statement of claim gave particulars of the 
breaches, but did not specifically allege service on the defendants of 
the notice required by section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. The 
defendants thereupon moved to strike out the statement of claim, 
alleging that it disclosed no reasonable cause of action, and claimed 
that the service of the notice being of the essence of the plaintiff's case, 
the omission to plead it made the statement of claim demurrable 
hey relied on Fox vy. Jolly (supra) The plaintiffs in the action 
replied that the notice being a condition precedent to their cause of 
action, was implied in the statement of claim and need only be proved 
at the trial They referred to ord. 19, r. 14, and ord. 25, r. 4, and 
Jolly v. Brown (supra) 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said: Under ord. 19, 
r. 14, and the practice notes thereunder, the statutory notice is a 
condition precedent necessary to the plaintiff's cause of action, and its 
due performance is implied in the statement of claim. I most 
readily dismiss the motion, with costs.—Counsen, J. W. Beaumont; 
H.W Jnversidge. Soricrrors, Howsell & Turner; Cooper, Walker 
a& Co 





[Reported by Leonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re NIERHAUS, an Enemy. [tussell, J. 18th March. 

War—Desr Due rrom German Nationa To British NATIONAL 

Recovery—TRADING witH THe Enemy AmenpMeNT Act, 1914 (5 Geo 

5, c. 12), s. 5, sup-secrion 2—-Treaty or Peace Act, 1919 (9 & 10 

(io. 5, ©. 33), s. 1—Treaty or Peace Onpver, 1919 

The Treaty of Peace Act, 1919, and the Orders made thereunder, have 
put an end to the power of the ¢ ustodian appointed under the Trading 
with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, to pay toa British national a 
deht due from a German national 


This was a summons which asked for an order that the Custodian in 
vhom debts due to the above-named horig, had been vested by - 
lrading with the Enemy Amendment Acts, 1914 and 1916, might be 
liberty to pay to the applicant, a British national, a debt certified a 
to him from the said enemy: that is to say, an application that the 
Court should exercise the power conferred by section 5, sub-section 2, 
of the Trading with the Geen Amendment Act, 1914, to authorize 
the Custodian to pay debts due by the enemy The Custodian raised 
the point that the power had, so far as it concerned debts due by 
(erman nationals to British nationals, come to an end by reason of the 
Treaty of Peace Act, 1919, and the Trealy of Peace Order, 1919, made 
thereunder, and the Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated 
Powers and Germany, and accordingly this application wag launched. 

Roussei., J., in the course of a considered judgment, after stating 
the facts, said : The power of the Court to authorize the Custodian to 
pay debts due by an enemy has come to an end. The effect of article 
296 and the annex thereto in Schedule III., of Part X., of the Treaty of 
Peace, as regards a pre-war debt by a German nationa) to a British 
national, appears to me to be that this country and Germany have as a 
matter of contract agreed, first, that such a debt shall be settled only 
through the clearing offices to be established in each country, and 
secondly, that each country shall prohibit both the payment and the 
acceptance of payment, of such debt otherwise than through the clear 
ing offices, and thirdly, that each country will prohibit within its 
territory all legal process relating to such debt except in certain defined 
circumstances. That contract on the part of this country is placed on 
a statutory basis by the Order in Council, which by virtue of section 1, 
sub-section 2, of the Treaty of Peace Act, operates asa statutory enact 
ment. If the matter rested there the result piainly would be that by 
virtue of section 1, sub-section 2, of the Treaty of Peace Act there can 
be read with that Act provisions making it (with exceptions here imma 
terial) unlawful for any person to pay or accept payment of any enemy 
debt otherwise than through the clearing office, or to take proceedings 
in any court for the recovery of such debts. That statutory enact 
ment will, in my opinion, repeal and take away the power conferred on 
the Court by section 5, sub-section 2, of the Act of 1914, to authorize 
payment by the custodian of the whole or any part of a debt due by a 
German national. But the matter does not rest there. The applic ant 
says that by virtue of article 297 and the annex thereto in the Treaty, 
the powers of the Court under section 5, sub-section 2, of the Act of 
1914 survive. It is said that peragraph (d) of article 207, and clause 4 
of the annex, shew that the effect of the Treaty is not only to confirm 
up to date the exercise by the Court of its powers of administration 
under war legislation, but to continue those powers and make them 
effective as regards the Court’s future administrative acts and ordere 


But in my opinion paragraph (d) does not apply so as to authorize future. 


orders in regard to payment of debts due from German nationals to 
British nationals, this country having adopted article 296 and the annex 
thereto. This view leaves article 297 and the annex thereto in full 
operation as between Germany and Powers not adopting Schedule ITI. 
and the annex thereto, and as between Germany and Powers adopting 
Schedule III. and the annex thereto, ample scope is left for the opera 
tion of article 297 and the annex thereto in respect of matters not covered 
by article 296 and the annex thereto. There is not, in my opinion, any 
conflict between the two sets of provisions. Accordingly this country 








having adopted Schedule ITI. and the annex thereto, the payment under 
section 5, sub-section 2, of the Act of 1914 of A ag war debts due by 
German nationals to British nationals cannot be justified under the 
provisions of article 297 and the annex thereto, the payment of such 
debts resting eolely upon — being capable of only being made under 
the powers of article 296 and the annex thereto. I cannot, therefore, 
make the order asked for.—Counsex, Clauson, K.C., and G. 7. Simonds ; 
Sir Gordon Hewart, A.-G., and Austen-Cartmell. Soxicrrors, Busk, 
Mellor & Norrta, for Slater, Heelis & Co., Manchester; Coward 4 
Hawkaley, Sons & Chance 
[Reported by Leonamp May, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


ky DRESDNER BANK (LONDON AGENCY). Russell, J. 24th March 


War—Trapvinc wirn tHe Enemy—Enemy Busitness—TRADING witn 
rue Enemy AmenpMent Act, 1916 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 105), s. 1 


The controller of the London agency of an enemy bank appointed 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, ought not 
in the absence of special circumstances to pay 


(1) Non-enemy holders of cheques drawn before or after the out 
hreak of war by enemy customers. 
(2) Non-enemy holders of cheques drawn before or after the out 


break of war by non-enemy customers. 


(3) Pre-war acceptances of customers, whether enemy or non-enemy, 
of the London branch, or of other persons domiciled for payment at 
the London branch. 

Where cheques are drawn by the head office or any enemy branch on 
the London branch payable to non-enemy persons claims in respect 
thereof must not be met without the direction of the judge. 

In the case of Re Agra and Masterman’s Bank (1867, 2 Ch. 391) 


special circumstances were’ shewn. 


This was a summons taken out by the controller appointed under 
the Trading with the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, to conduct the 
winding-up of the business carried on in the United Kingdom by the 
Dresdner Bank, an enemy ‘concern, for directions in a test case as to 
whether he should admit certain persons to rank as creditors in the 
winding-up. The first classes of persons were non-enemy holders of 
cheques dftawn either before or after the outbreak of war by enemy 
customers. The second were non-enemy holders of non-enemy cus 
tomers’ cheques. The third were pre-war acceptances of enemy or 
non-enemy customers of the London branch or of other persons domi 
ciled for payment at the London branch, and the fourth were non 
enemy persons holding pre-war cheques drawn on the London branch 
by the head office or any enemy branch of the bank. An instance was 

given of a cheque drawn before the war on the London branch by an 

enemy bank at Constantinople to the orders of a firm carrying on 
business at Constantinople, and endorsed over to the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Bank, and by them presented for payment and refused 
The following cases were referred to in argument :—Hopkinson v 
Forster (1874, L. R. 19, Eq. 74); Shand v. Du Buisson (1874, L. R 
18 Eq. 283); Stmson v. Ingham (1823, 2 B. & C. 65); Prince v. The 
Oriental Bank (1898, 3 A. ©. 325): Re Agra and Masterman’s Bank 
(supra); also the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 53. 

Russew., J., after stating the facts, said : In the absence of special 
circumstances which do not exist in this case the controller ought not 
to admit to rank as creditors non-enemy or enemy holders of cheques 
drawn whether before or after the outbreak of war either by enemies 
or non-enemies. The same course ought to be followed in regard to 
bills domiciled with the London branch of the Dresdner Bank unless 
a special contract is established, as was done in the case of Re Agra 
and Masterman’s Bank (supra). As to cheques drawn by the head 
office or any enemy branch, if any special claim is made it is not to be 
paid without the direction of the judge.—Counset, Holman Gregory, 
K.C.; Whinney; Austen-Cartmell; Clauson, K.C.; F. K. Archer 
Soticrrors, Slaughter & May; Solicitor to Board of Trade; Rawle 
Johnstone, d- Co., for Parkinson, Slack, 4- Needham, Manchester 


ateamats d: by Leowanp Mar, Barrister et-Law.] 


High Cini Tieaats Bench Division. 


CARPENTER v. FINSBURY BOROUGH COUNCIL. Shearman, J. 
5th and 15th March. 


Loca, GovernmentT—Streets—Duty or LiGHTiInG—REASONABLENESS 
No Surrictency or LigHTiInc—NEGLIGENCE—QUESTION FOR JURY 
eT Loca Manacement Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. c. 120), 
ss. 130, 

In section site of the Metropolis Local Management Act, 1855, which 
imposes on local authorities the duty of well and sufficientl lighting 
the atreets in their districta, the words “ at and during poe | times as 
such vestry or board may think fit, necessary or proper,” are to be in 
terpreted as meaning that the times of lighting are at the discretion 
t the local authorities, but, subject thereto, that there is an obligation 
on them well and sufficiently to light the streets according to the natur: 
and character of the particular street. The question whether the light 
ing ia reasonable and sufficient, in the case of an accident alleged to be 
due to insufficient lighting, is for the jury. 

Baldock v. Westminster City Council (63 Soricrrors’ Journat, 69, 
88 L. J. K. B. S02), discussed. 
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Action tried by Shearman, J., with a jury. The plaintiff claimed 
damages for the death of her husband, the driver of a post office van. 
On 8th March, 1918, Carpenter, the deceased man, was driving 4 van 
which had a high seat, and he was 7 ft. 3 in. from the ground. He was 
driving home on the night in question. He usually went down one 


particular street, but on the day in question this street was blocked on | 


account of a fire, and he had to turn down another street, where he 
had never been before. This street, which was the scene of the acc 

dent, is fairly wide at the entrance, but it narrows down until there 
comes an archway at the end, some 12 ft. long, and this archway ts 
only 9 ft. 2 in. from the roadway in height. As the deceased 


approached this point he was observed by one of the witnesses, who | 


warned him that he would not be able to pass through, and he tried to 
pull up, but was too late, and he received such serious injuries that 
ne died immediately afterwards. The plaintiff alleged that the (acc! 
dent arose from the breach by the defendants of their statutory ‘duty 
to light the street sufficiently, 80 as to give notice ol the presence ol 
the archway. The defendants had lighted the street in the same way 
for at least twenty years, and had a scheme of lighting whic h con 
sisted in a number of lamps, first on one side, and then on the other, 
down the 300 or 400 yards of the street, until finally there was a lam) 
70 ft. from the entrance to the archway. By section 130 ot the Metro 
polis Local Management Act, 1855 Every vestry and district board 


shall cause the. several streets within their parish or district to be well | 
and sufficiently lighted, and for that purpose shall maintain, or set up | 
and maintain, a sufficient number of lamps in every such street, and | 
} Uourt, 
| statement of the particulars thereof, such as would be required on setting 


shall cause the same to be lighted with gas or otherwise, and to con 
tinue lighted at and during such times as such vestry or board may 
think fit, necessary, or proper. i $y section 250 the word 
street’ is to ‘“‘apply to and include any highway and any 
road, bridge, lane, footway, square, court, passage, 
whether a thoroughfare or not, and a part of any such highway, road 
bridge, lane, footway, square, court, alley or passage.”’ 


alley, 


SHearMan, J., said he had to consider what was the law applicable | 


to the above circumstances. He could only interpret the words of se« 


tion 130, “ at such times,”’ to mean that the hours of the day or night | 
during which the streets should be lighted were in the discretion of the | 


vestry; but, subject to that, there was an obligation well and sufficiently 
to light. He did not think the defendants had complied with the 
obligation, and there had been a breach of their statutory duty. He 


was not suggesting that there was always a breach of such duty if a | 
id fence or 


street could better lighted than it was lighted, and he saw the dange: 
that it might be unduly pressed by litigants, who would say that an 
accident would not have happened if the street had been better lighted 
His view was that there must be some evidence to put before a jury 
that in a place where there was an obligation to light, something suffi 
cient for the place was not there. In this case he thought there was 
such evidence. His lordship, having referred to and distinguished 
several cases, said that what had given him more trouble than those 
eases was that of Baldock v. 


the question what was a reasonable degree of lighting was one for the 
highway authority, and it would not be competent for a jury to come 
to the conclusion that it was not what the authority thought, but what 
the jury thought, was reasonable, in judging of the lighting 
was a correct exposition of the law, the law that he (the learned judge) 
was then laying down would be wrong. But in the Court of Appeal, 
although the decision was upheld, it was upheld on different grounds 


By lighting the place, it was said by the Court that the corporation | 


had issued a species of invitation, or led the public to believe that 
they would always light the place, and therefore they were responsible 
for the light going out on a particular occasion. He (the learned judge) 


was of opinion, from considering the authorities, that the case he was | 
Yet the | 


then deciding was very likely free from any decision at all. 
case came within the well-known authority of Geddis v. Bann Reservorr 
(Proprietors) (3 App. Cas. 430), that an action lies against a public 
authority for doing an act which the Legislature authorizes them to do, 
if they have done that act negligently. There must, therefore, be judg 
ment for the plaintiff.—CounseL, Bevan, K.C., and Theobald Mathew, 
for plaintiff; Hollis Walker, K.C., and H. J Rowlands, for defendants 
Souicrrors, Theodore Goddard & Co.; W. T. Ricketts d& Son 
[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-aw.] 


New Orders, &c. 
County Court, England, Procedure. 


(Continued from page 413.) 
ORDER XXXI 
New Tria. 
The following rule shall stand as Order XXXI., Rule 4, viz 
Appeals from Registrar. 

58. Order XXXI., Rule 4. Appeals from registrar. 9 & 10 Geo. 5, 
c. 13, 8. 7; Gl & 82 Vict. c. 43, s. 91.}-—An application to set aside any 
judgment or order of a registrar, and any execution thereon, pursuant 
to section seven of the County Courts Act, 1919, may, if the judgment 
or order was given or made in the absence of the defendant, be made in 





| folowing rules shail stand in 


| Supreme Court 


Westminster City Council (supra). In} 
that case Lush, J., and Bailhache, J., in the Divisional Court, said that | 


If that i 


| lodg-» 
filed in the matter, and such 


| registrar shall forthwith indorse on the order or 


| 2830.) 
| of the 


accordance with the provisions of section ninety-one of the Act; and 
may um any other case be made in accordance with the provisions of 
Rule | 


of this Order 

ORDER AXXIL 

KEMITTED FROM OR 
Hien Court 


» and 3b, are hereby antmuliled, and the 
lieu thereof, viz 
l Where claim or matte) 
transferred from High Court 9 & 10 Geo. 5, « . 4.} (1) Where 
by order of the Hagh Court amy action, counter laum or matter is ordered 
ed to a county court, any party may lodge or cause to be 
order and the wrt, or copies thereof, and 
» Court or judge direct ; and 
apply to the proper officer of the 

ull pleadings, afhdavits and other 
documents filed in the High Court relating to the ection, counter-claim 
Such parvy shall istrar a statement 
of the names and addresses of the several parties to the actaon, counter 
ny } 
claim has been delivered 


AcTIONS OR MATTERS PRANSFERRED TO THE 


AAALII., Kules 1 to 


Urder 


WY. Urder AAAILII., action, counter 


hide 
73, 


‘ 


to be tranuster 
lodged with the registrar the 
such other documents 


it shall be the duty of suct 


the 


1 ery as Ul 


purty 


may 


o send to registra 


or matter ais loige with Whe reg 


claim or matter and their solicitors [if 


2) li 


plaintiff sha 


in the High Court the 
in duplicate oncise slatlement 


«8 would be required upon entering 


bo statement. ol 


odge with the “stra 
a the particulars of his clatm, such 
+ plaint; or if the only tried is a counterelaim 
ind no partaculars of such counterclaun have been delivered in the High 


the defendant shall deliver to the registrar wm duplicate a concise 


matter remaming to be 


court 

aloresaid beimg lodged and the 
action, counterclaim or matter for trial, and 
he day appointed for the trial, by post or 


up a counterclaim in the county 


(3) On documents delivered 
enter the 


give notace to the parties of t 


the 


registrar shall 


otherwise, te» clear days at least before such day, and shal! annex to the 


rotice te the defendant or the plaintiff, as the case may be, the duplicate 
ot the particulars of the claim or counterclain ' 
accordance with the last preceding paragraph 

60. Order XXXIII., Rule 2. Order to be filed l’roceedinga in 
‘ounty court The registrar shall forthwith indorse on the order or 
duplicate thereof the date on which the same was lodged, and file the 
same, and the action, counterclaim or matter shall proceed in all respects 
as @% were an ordinary in the Where a statement of 
counterclaim has been delivered in the High Court, no notice 
set-off or counterclaim under Order X. shall be required as to 
inv Matter :n« luded in such defence or counterclaim 

61. Order XXXTJTI1 Rule 3. Defendant to proceed as if action 
mriginally brought in county Upon being served with a notice of 
trial under Rule I of this Order, a defendant to the action or counter 
d im all respects in the same way as if the action had 
the ind the notice upon him 
sumMMons., 
X7IT7., Rule ® 
£50. on 


immed on 


laiged or delivered in 


wthon wurt 


defence 


murt 


claam shail 


brought in 


proce 
been county court so kerved 
were an ordanary 

62. Order XX 
where claim ex / 
Where the the writ or by the counterc] 
fifty where damages are claimed but the amount. of the claim 
is not specified, the notice of trial required by Rule 1 of this Order shall 
enty lear days it least before the day uwppointed for the 
provisions of Order XXITa, Rules 6 to 11, 15, 14, and 16 
times within which proceedings are to be taken, shall 
he epplication of those rules the day appointed for the 
return day 
ws Order 


ms . . 
Times for interlor utory proceedings, 
for damage where no amount epecified } 
mount ¢ sim exceeds 


pounds, o1 


be given tw 
and the 

19, as t 
yly ind in 
ial shall be deemed to be the 
The follow yg rule shall at ind 


trial 


» the 


XXXITI Rules 4a, 46, 4 


Wher 
10 Geo. 5 


Ru ly 4a 
9d 


Courts 


issue directed by High Court 
73, ee 3. 4 Form 23h ] 
Act, 1919, an order ia made by the High 
be tried at a county court, any party may 
together with the affidavita (if any) 
ws the Court or Judge may 


Order XXXTTTZ., 


fried in ¢ urt 


\% 
63 
tar Pe 
Where 
Court 


rmunty co 
under the County 
directing an issue to 
the order with the registrar 
other documents 
direct 

On iforesaid being so lodged the registrar 


the order and documents 


| shall enter the issue for trial, and give notice to the parties of the day 


vppointed for the trial, by post or otherwise, ten clear days at least 
before such day, and shall annex to the notice a copy of the order of the 
Hich Court directing the issue to be tried 

64. Order XXNXITI.. Rule 4. Proceedings in county The 
duplicate thereof the 
date on which the same was lodged, and n the 
order directing the issue to be tried, the matter shal! proceed as if it 
were an ordinary action in the court 

65. Order XYQXIII., Rule 4c. Certificate of reault of trial. Form 
After the issue has been tried the iudce shall certify the result 
trial. and make any report which he may think fit as to 
osts or otherwise, according to the the appendix. and the 
registrar shall forward the certificate documents aforesaid to 
the proper officer of the High Court 


ourt. | 


subject to anv directions 


may 
form in 


with the 


ORDER XXXVT 
ReacistTry or JunNGMENTS 
‘Phe following Hule shall stand as Order XXXVI., Rule 3, viz 
66. Order XX¥XVTI., Rule 3. Proof of payment under judgment t 
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the other party. 9 & 10 Geo. 5, ¢. T3, #. 18. }--Where pursuant to section 
eighteen of the County Courts Act, 1919, money payable under a judg- 
ment is directed to be paid to tthe other party or his solicitor instead of 
being paid into court, the proof required by that section that the judg 
ment has been satisfied shall be given to the registrar by affidavit or 
otherwise as he shall direct. 


ORDER XXXIX 
ADMIRALTY ACTIONS 
Commencement of Action. 

The following rule shall stand as Order XXXIX., Rule 3, viz 

67. Order XXXIX., Rule 3a. Where Admiralty action may be com 
menced.}—{1) Proceedings in an Admiralty action may be commenced 

(a) In the county court having Admiralty jurisdiction within the 
district of which the vessel or Pe against is at the 
time of the commencement of the proceedings ; or 

(b) If the foregoing paragraph is not applicable, then in the county 
court having Admiralty jurisdiction in the district of which the 
owner or one of the owners of the vessel or property against which 
proceedings would have been taken if the proceedings had been im 
rem, or the agent in England of the owners of such vessel or property 
in relation thereto, resides or carries on business at the time of the 
commencement of the proceedings, or if no such owner or agent 
resides or carries on business within any such district, then in the 
county court having Admiralty jurisdiction the district of which is 
nearest to the place where such owner or one of such owners or such 
agent as aforesaid resides or carries on ‘business at the time of the 
commencement of the proceedings ; or 

(c) if the foregoing paragraph is not applicable, then in the county 
court having Admiralty jurisdiction in the district of which the 
defendant or one of the defendants resides or carries on ‘business at 
the time of the commencement of the proceedings, or, if no defendant 
resides or carries on business within any euch district, then in the 
county court having Admiralty jurisdiction the district whereof is 
nearest to the place where the defendant or one of the defendants 
resides or carries on ‘business at the time of the commencement o! 
the proceedings ; or 

(d) by leave of the judge or registrar in the county court having 
Admiralty jurisdiction in the district of which the defendant or one 
if the defendants resided or carried on business at any time within 
six months next before the comihencemen’ of the proceedings, or 
with the like leave in the county court haviug Admiralty jurisdiction 
in the district of which the cause of action or claim wholly or in 
part arose; or 

{e) in any county court having Admiralty jurisdiction which the 

parties by a memorandum signed by them or their solicitors or agents 
agree shal! have jurisdiction in the matter. 
(2) Provided that nothing in this rule shalt authorize the commence 
ment of proceedings in personam where no owner of the vessel or pro 
perty against which proceedings would have been taken if the proceed 
ings had been in rem, nor any agent of the owner of such vessel o1 
5, in relation thereto resides or carries on ‘business in England or 
Wales, uitiess the case is one which comes within the provisions of the 
rules for the time being in force as to the service of summonses or notice 
of summonses out of England and Wales, and leave to serve the summons 
or notice of the summons out of England or Wales is given under thos: 
rules. 

(3) Where leave is required for the commencement of proceedings, 
such leave shall be applied for on affidavit in accordance with the rules 
for the time being in force as to an application for leave to issue a plaint 
under section seventy-four of the County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict 
c. 43, s. 74), or the rules for the time being in force as to an application 
for leave to serve a summons or notice of a summons out of England and 
Wales, as the case may be; and those rules shal] with the necessary 
modifications apply accordingly , 

Service of S&S unumnons or Warrant 

Order XXXIX., Rule 18, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof, viz y 

68. Order XXXIX., Rule 18. Service on agent.}—Where proceedings 
are commenced under (Rule 3a, paragraph 1 (6), in a county court in the 
district of which the agent in England of the owners of any vessel] or 
property in relation to such vessel or property resides or carries on 
business, or the district. of which is nearest to the place where such 
agent resides or carries on business, the summons shall be served per 
sonally on such agent, unless the court, upon facts duly verified ‘by 
affidavit, allows of substituted service F , 


ORDPR L 
PROCEEDINGS UNDER \Aurs CONFERRING JURISDICTION ON THE Cot RTS 
1. The following rule shal! stand as Order L.. Rule 59, viz 
The Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919 


69. Order L., Rule 59. Applications wnder 9 & 10 Geo. 5. c. 35 
ss. 26 (6), 27, 30.}—41) Applications to the county court under section 
twenty-six, sub-section 6, seetion twenty-seven, or section thirty of the 
Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919. shall be made in accordance 
with the provisions of,this rule. 

(2) ‘An application shal] be made by action commenced by plaint and 
summons in the ordinary way, and the action shall be entitled “In the 
inatter of the Housing, Town Planning, &., Act, 1819, section twenty 
ix tor “section twenty-seven,” or “section thirty.’’ aa the case may 





43) The action shall be commenced in the court in the district of 
which the premises or house or jand tw waich the action relates are or is 
siluale. 

4) In an application under section twenty-six the local authority shal: 
be the plaintifl, and the person on whom obligations are imposed bby any 
bye-laws made for the purposes specified in sub-section (1) of that sectaon 
siall, if he consents in writing, be joined as plaintéff, and shall, if he 
does not so consent, be made a defendant; and his lessor or other 
superior landiord shall be made a defendant. 

(5) in an application under section twenty-seven, the local authority 
or any person interested in the house who desires to apply to the court 
shall be the plaintiff, and the local authority (if not made plamtiffs) and 
ail other persons interested in the house whose presence is necessary to 
enwble the judge effectually and compietely to adjudicate upon and settle 
all the questions involved in the action shall be made defendants. 

(6) In an application under section thirty any person entitled to any 
interest in the land who desires to apply to the court shail be the 
plaintiff, and the loca] authority may with their consent in writing be 
joined as plaintiffs, and shall if they do not so consent be made de 
fendants ; and the persons holding under any lease or agreement for a 
lease from the applicant and all other persons interested in the land 
whose presence is necessary to enable the judge effectually and com 
pletely to adjudicate upon and settle all the questions involved in the 
iction shall be made defendants. 

(7) Where leave to enter the plaint is required under section seventy 
four of the County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, s. 74], tne 
plaintiff may apply for such leave on affidavit, and if leave is granted 
a copy of the affidavit, with a copy thereon of the order granting 
leave, shall be annexed to the summons and served therewith. 

(8) Particulars of demand shall be filed with every application, 
stating concisely the relief or order which the plaintiff claims, and a 
opy thereof shall be annexed to the summons to be served on each 
defendant. 

(9) The forms in the Appendix [Forms 454, 455, 456), with such 
modifications as may be necessary, may be used on applications. 

(10) It shall be the duty of the court before making any order on 
any application to be satisfied that all persons interested whose presence 
is necessary to enable the judge effectually and completely to adjudicate 
upon and settle all the questions involved in the application are before 
the court, and if necessary to adjourn the hearing of the application to 
enable any such persons who are not already parties to the action to be 
joined as defendants. 

(11) The costs of any application shall be in the discretion of the 
court, and any costs allowed shall be taxed on such scale as the court 
shall direct. 

(12) A charge granted by the court pursuant to sub-section 6 (6) of 
section twenty-six shall be according to the form in the Appendix 
{Form 457], or as near thereto as the circumstances of the case will 
idmit. 

ORDER LI. 
ue STaANNARIES Court (Asotrrion) Act, 1896 
[59 & 60 Vict. «. 45] 
letions or Matters beyond Limits of County Court Jurisdiction. 

Orper LI., Rules 14, 19 and 21, are hereby annulled, and the follow 
ing Rules shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. : 

(0. Order Ll., Rule 14--Plaint and summons .—Immediately on the 
filing of the precipe the registrar shall enter a plaint and issue a 
summons. Such summons shall be an ordinary summons unless the 
claim of the plaintiff is for a debt on liquidated demand in money, in 
which case the plaintiff may at his option cause a special default 
summons to be issued in accordance with the county court rules for the 
time being in force as to such summonses 

71. Order LA., Rule 19—VFixing trial of sperial default summons 
where affidavit of defence delivered|.—Where a defendant to a special 
default summons delivers an affidavit of defence or is let in to defend, 
1 day shall be fixed for the trial, and the registrar shall send by post 
to both plaintiff and defendant notice of trial twenty clear days at 
least before the day so fixed. If the judge has already appointed a day 
or days within one month of the day on which the affidavit of defence 
s received by the registrar for the hearing of cases commenced under 
the Stannaries jurisdiction, the registrar shall fix such day or one of 
such days for the trial. If no’such days have been appointed the 
registrar shall apply to the judge to fix a day on which the action will 
be tried, and shall give notice of trial for the day so fixed 

72. Order Ll., Rule 21—Address for service where affidavit of 
defence delivered or appearance entered).—Where a defendant to a 
specia! default summons delivers an affidavit of defence or is let in to 
defend, or a defendant enters an appearance to an ordinary summons 
the affidavit or notice of appearance shall state his name, address and 
description, and if he appears or defends by a solicitor, the name of his 
solicitor, and shall also state an address for service, which shall be 
within the district of the court, and at which it shall be sufficient to 
leave all instruments or documents in the action required to be served 
on such defendant. 


ORDER LIII. 
Costs anp ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSEs. 
Taxation. 


The following Rule shall stand as Order LIII., Rule 1e, viz. :-~ 
73. Order LIIl., Rule 1la—Alterations in scales}. 
alterations shall be made in the scales of costs, viz. :— 


The following 
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Lower Scale. 


(i) Paragraph 5 shall be read as if the words *‘ S. 98 of the Act 


and "’ were omitted therefrom. 


(ii) Paragraph 8 is hereby annulled, and the following paragraph 


shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. : 

8. The judge may in like actions, by special order to be 
entered in the minute book, allow a fee of £1 3s. 6d. for the 
employment of counsel, and where such fee is allowed there may 
be allowed to the solicitor instructing such counsel for 


Instructions for brief 3s. 4d 
Drawing brief, per folio 1s. Od. 

not exceeding 5s 
Attendance on counsel with brief 3s. 4d 
Attendance at court with counsel 3s. 4d 


(iii) The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 8a, viz 
8a. On an interlocutory application in an action or matter in 
which costs are allowed on the lower scale, costs may be allowed 
as follows, viz. : 
(a) On an application to the registrar, costs not exceeding 
those which may be allowed under Column A of the higher 
scale on a similar application may be allowed by him; and 
(4) On an application to the judge, costs not exceeding those 
which may be allowed under the same column on a similar 
application, or, if the judge certifies for counsel, the costs men 





tioned in paragraph 8, may be allowed by the judge, by special | 


order to be entered in the minute book. 

(c) This paragraph shall not apply to an application for a 
new trial, unless the judge certifies for counsel on such appli 
cation, in which case the solicitor instructing counsel may be 


allowed the costs mentioned in paragraph 8 in lieu of those | 


mentioned in paragraphs 3 and 6 
Higher Scale 


(iv) Item 32 shall be read as if the word “‘ special 
therefrom 

(v) Item 38 shall be read as if the words ‘‘ under Order 
Rule 296, para. 2,’’ were substituted therein for the words ‘ 
sect. 86 of the County Courts Act, 1888.” 

(vi) Item 45 shall be read as if the word “ special "’ were omitted 
therefrom. 

(vii) [tem 53 shall be read as if the word “ special '’ were omitted 
therefrom. 

(viii) Item 62 shall be read as if the words 
and "’ were omitted therefrom. 


* were omitted 


VII 


under 


S. 98 of the Act 


illowances of Costs by Judge 
74. Order LIIl., Rule 8 \~, 3).}—Order LIIL., Rule 8, paragraphs 


and 3, are hereby annulled, and the following paragraphs shall stand 
in lieu thereof, viz. : 


9 


(2) Allowance of additional costs in important cases.}—Where costs | 


are taxed under Column B or Column C, the amounts allowable unde: 
any item in the scales (including the items relating to plans, charts o1 
models, and the allowances to expert and scientific witnesses) may 


| 


} 


regard being had to the length, difficulty of importance of the case, be | 
increased by a reasonable amount at the discretion of the registrar (to | 


be exercised in accordance with Rule 23 of this Orde °), subject to review 
by the judge, or by special order of the judge. 

(3) Where more counsel than one retained.}|—Where costs are taxed 
.under Column B or Column C, reasonable fees may, where more counsel 
than one are retained, and the judge on consideration of the facts of 
the case certifies for the allowance of fees to more counsel than one 
be allowed to such additional counsel, and for consultations, and to 
solicitors for additional briefs and attendances on counsel with the same 
and for appointing and attending consultations, at the discretion of 
the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by special order of the 
judge 

Witnesses. 


Order LIII., Rule 37, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof, viz 

75. Order LIII., Rule 37 Allowances to witnesses for attendance 
dppendiz Part IV .|--Subject to the special provisions of these rules, 
allowances may be made to witnesses for their attendance at court a 
cording to the scales in Part LV. of the Appendix ; but such allowances 
may be increased at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review by 
the judge, or by special order of the judge, to such amounts as wil! 
reasonably compensate such witnesses for their loss of time 


(To be continued.) 


Increase in Police Court and Other Costs. 


The following letter has been issued 

Office, 
Whitehal! 

6th April, 1920 


Sir,—I am directed by the Secretary of State to that 
Supreme Court Rule Committee. having recently made a rule raising 
by 334 p.c. the amount to be allowed on taxation for solicitors 


Home 


Say the 


costs 


| included 








APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eadiag EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of ali grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 
of both sexes who need kind contro! and expert 
supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 


and Manual training. 


Trust Fuads are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of England. 

Admission on Inclusive Fees. If whole cost cannot be paid, 
by votes of Subscribers, with part-paymeat. No eompetitien, 
only a small defimite number of vetes required. 


Legacies as Endowments create permanent benefits. 


Full information of Mr. H. HOWARD, ney, 14-16, nantes 


London, E.C. 4. elephone: 6297 Vit 
Lt fees as distinct from payments) in all proceedings w thin ite 
purview, including criminal proceedings in the Supreme Court, tb 1s 
the opinion of the Lord Chancellor, in which the Secretary of State 
oneurs, that a similar increase should be made in the remuneration 
f solicitors in respect of proceedings in other courts, and that in all 
ases where solicitors’ costs are ordered to be paid from public funds 


or by the defendants, complainants or prosecutors according to a scale 
xed before the recent depreciation in the value of money, an vddition 
of one-third to fees (as diatinct from payments) should be tllowed 
I am, Sir, 
Your obedient. Servant 
Epwarp 


The Cler! 


Trove, 
the 


, 
I eace 


Societies. 


The Harrogate Law Society. 

the Hotel, 
members present 

Eddison, J 
P. Cross, 
Atkinson 

Sec.) 


(George 


was held at 
1920. The 


meeting of this Socrety 
W ednesday March 24th, 
Francis Barber (Chairman) Messrs. J. A 
W tender, J. T. Jones, H. S. Thompson, E 
Barber J. J. G. Greenwood, © K 
Bramley, and J. E. A. Titley (Hon 
ounts for the past year were duly passed 
vere President Mr. ¢ Kirby 
Chairman, Mr. F. Barber (Barbers) ; 
(Kirby, Son & Atkinson); Hon, Se 
Committee, Messrs. J. W 
and H. S. Thompson 


The 
Harrogate, on 
Mr 
Butterworth, J 
1. Lomas-Walker, C 
Hon. Treasurer), J 

The report and 

[he following officers 
Kirby & Atkinson) ; 
Creas., Mr. C. E Atkinson, J.P 
Mr. J. E. A. Titley (Titley & Paver-Crow) ; 
Render, E Cross, J. A. Eddison, FE. Raworth 


wminual 


J.P 
Hon 


elected 


Women as Auctioneers. 


in extraordinary general meeting of the Auctioneers’ and Estate 
Avent Institute, at 34, Russell square, the 9th inst., it was re 
ived to revise the articles of association of the 
provide for the admission of The decision 

1 further meeting to be held on 27th April 
The proceedin « on 9th inst. were privates but it wa save the Times, 
ertain amount of opposition to this departure 


gathered that there 
custom. Mr. E. H. Blake of the institute, 


\t 
on 
as to 


institute so 


yomen will be confirmed at 


Vas a 
from established ecretary 
pointed out, however, that it was apparently not generally realized that 
under the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Bill, the calling of the 
auctioneer and estate agent was equally open to women with every other 
profession, and the institute was merely taking the wise 
course of moving with the times There had been other changes of late 
It had been found necessary to make the qualifying examinations more 


and reasonable 


stringent nd to raise the fee Mr tlake did not anticipate that the 
invitation to women would meet with a great re sponse \t present there 
were only two or three applicants. They would enter the examinations 
on precisely the same terms as men and the academic standard was very 
high 


‘The secretary of the Liverpool branch of the institute was of the 
opinion that an extensive feminine invasion of the profession would tell 
e men who had returned to find it already 


hardly against those ex-Servi« 
the 


overcrowded as a result of its great activity during var 


Messrs. TrRotiore have sted vy private treaty the characteristic old 
freehold residence No 
James's Park 


PA Old Queen treet, Westminster, 


fashioned 
over ke wok lly St 
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Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Mr. Freverick A. T. Mossman, solicitor and notary public, prac- 
tising at Bradford, has been appointed Legal Secretary to the Bishop 
and Registrar of the Diocese of Bradford. Mr. Mossman is one of the 
hon. secretaries of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society and a mem 
ber of the Law Society 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Sir Francis Grorce Newsovr, 
K.C., to be an Official Referee of the Supreme Court of Judicature, in 
the place of Mr. Henry W. Verey, who has resigned his appointment 
after a service extending over forty-four years Sir Francis Newbolt 
has been Recorder of Doncaster since 1916. He is also chairman of 
Devon Quarter Sessions and Chancellor of the diocese of Exeter He is 
the younger brother f Sir Henry Newbolt, the poet und writer 


Changes in Partnerships 


Dissolutions. 

Eowarp Power Bicerovucs and Wittiam Levers PLasKITT, solicitors 
(Foss, Bilbrough, Plaskitt,. & Co 5. Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. 3 
March 31 

(wares Lurron and Eowarp Hauxwets. Dopgson, solicitors 


(Nelson Eddisons x Lupton 34 Albion atreet Leeds Feb 23 


Wrkenam Parry and CHannos Henry Parry, solicitors (Parry & 
Sons), 1a, Clifton-street, Blackpool, Lancaster. Jan. 1 Phe said 
Wykeham Parry will continue to carry on the said profession or business 
on his own account, at the above address, under the style or firm of 
H. Ll. Parry & Son [(fazette, April 13 


General. 


A course of six lectures on Trade Union Law will be given by Mr 
Scott Duckers at the Labour College, Penywern-road, Earl's Court 
at 7.30 p.m., on alternate Mondays, commencing April 19th rhe 
lectures will be open to the public without charge 

Sir Edwin Pears, LL.B., of 45, Alumbhurst-road, Bournemouth, and of 
4, Rue Cabristan, Pera, Constantinople, the leader of the European Bar 
it Constantinople, author of several works on Turkey, its buildings, and 
its people, and for some years correspondent there of the Vaidy News 
left estate of gross value £21,293 


The Lord Chancellor has given notice that in Committee on the 


Matrimonial Causes Bill in the House of Lords he will move the 
deletion of paragraph ¢ of clause 9, which sets out the circumstances 
constituting defences to proceedings for divorce The paragraph 
reads ‘** Where the application is made on the ground of insanity that 


the defendant is, in the case of a man, over sixty, and in the case of a 
woman, over fifty years of age.”’ 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Sir R. Cooper asked the 
Minister of Transport whether his attention had been called to the 
wtion of the London Underground Railways Co. enforcing a charge of 
ls. 2d. on a small portable typewriter, weighing wader 5 lb., and carried 
by a passenger, whose fare might be only ld.; whether he would say 
under what statute the right of levying this charge was made; and 
what steps he proposed to take in the matter. Sir E. Geddes : I am in 
communication with the railway companies on the subject. The enact 
ments are numerous, and I can only refer my hon. friend to the com 
pany’s private Acts. Though legal, I do not think it either just o7 
expedient to enforce such charges for the particular class of small light 
hand typewriting machines, and I am dealing with the matter in that 
spirit But it appears that the L.B. and 8.C. Railway are in fact 
enforcing them, in face of this statement. ] 


Messrs. Trottorr have sold by private treat the newly erected lease 
hold block of offices Nos. 25, 27, Old Queen-street Westminster, situated 
close to Storey's Gate, at a very satisfactory figure 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. EMERGENCY APPeaL Court ar. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rora. No. 1. Eve SARGANT. 
Mcnoday April 19 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Joliy Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 20 Borrer Bioxam Synge Jolly 
Wednesday.... 21 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Thursday .... 2 Leach Goldschmidt BKorrer Bloxam 
Friday ........ 2% Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Saturday .... 24 Farmer Chureh Leach Geldechmidt 
Date Mr. Justice Me. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0. Mr Justice 
° ASTBURY PRTERSON. LAWRENCE ROssELL. 
Monday — 19 Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 20 Church Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Wednesday oe & Farmer Leach Jolly Charch 
ow -- -- 2 Jolly Charch Synge Farmer 
Friday .. - 2 Synge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 


Telephone ; 2482 Holbora. 


to time be announced in the Daily 
FROM THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 
(General List.) 


1919. 

In the Matter of Trusts of Divers 
Stocks formerly the property oi 
Ferdinand Ex Czar of Bulgaria 
and the Trustee Act, 1913 

Same vy Same (s.o. for Attorney 
Gen day to be fixed) 

The Public Trustee v Evans & 
ors 

1920. 

W J Davies v ‘W Thomas & ors 

In re Richard Rowe, dec Warren 
& anr v Bristed & ors 

In re Douglas Keith (Lucas Lucas 
Tooth dec Lucas Tooth V 
Bright & ors 

The Governors of St. Thomas 
Hospital v Cook 

Dewes v Fitch 

In re the Estate of A R Bax, dec 
Bax & ors v Bax & ors 

In re J A ‘Nicholay, dec The Nat 
Soc for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Children v Adams & ors 

Companies ‘Winding Up In the 
Matter of the Companies (Con 
solidation) Act, 1908 

Sutton Harbour Improvement Co 
v Foster 

In re Bennet Burleigh dec May 
v Burleigh 

In re Joseph Foster dec and In 
re M A Foster dec Murison v 
Derrick & ors 

In re Frederick Morris’ Settled 
Estates In re Settled Land 
Acts, 1882 to 1890 

In re RG Vivian's Estate Vivian 
v (Baron Swansea 

In re Henry Le Blane dec Bradley 

v Le Blanc & Smith 

Omnium Insce Corpn Id v United 

London and Scottish Insce Co ld 

Direct United States Cable Co Id 

v ‘Western Union Telegraph Co 

In re The Cos Consolidation Act, 
1908 & In re The Olympic Fire & 

General Re-Insce i 


FROM THE PROBATE AND 

DIVORCE DIVISION. 

Final and New Trial List.) 
1919 

Probate In re the Estate of 

Francis Arthur Davies dec Davis 

Papen Aor) v Wills, Alfred 


& ors (Respts) (Applt dead—s o) 
Divorce inson, Alice Maud 





Satarday coo OS Bloxam Jolly Borrer Synge 


(Appit) v Robinson, James 


THE COURT 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1920. 


lhe appeals or other business proposed to be taken will from timé 


ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Chancery I pend LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 


Correspondence and se geen a in strict confidence. 


: “Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Shonen pone LONDON, W.C. 





OF APPEAL. 


Cause List 
(Respt) Part heard (s o to fix a 
day) 
1920. 
| Divorce Mey, Percy (Petar) 
v Wingtield, Elizabeth M (Respt) , 
George E Wright 





FROM THE COUNTY PALA 


| TINE COURT OF LANCASTER 
(Final List.) 
| 1900 
| Rowley v Schlesinger & Frisch 
mann 


| 

'FROM THE CHANCERY AND 
PROBATE AND DIVOROE 
DIVISIONS. 

(Interlocutory List.) 
1920. 

M rylan & ors y Steel Bros & Co ld 
& ors 

In re R W A Southern dec C A 
Southern (spinster) & anr vy 8 A 
Southern 


HROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
1917. 

Inre A yey (expte The Debtor) 
No 246 of 1917 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor 
v The Petitioning Ureditor & The 
Official Receiver), No 74 of +f 
(Adjd on March 26, 1920 by C 

In re a Debtor (expte The Ate 
v The Petitioning Creditor and 
The Official Receiver), No 60 o! 
1920 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
Judgment ‘Reserved 
| (Final and New Trial List.) 
H E Robbins v The Commrs of 
Inland Revenue (Revenue Side) 
| (c a v March 26) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 


(Final and ‘New Trial List.) 
| 1917. 
| Norman v Brooke (restored Marchi 
26, 1920) 
1918. 


Selby-Lowndes v_ Selby-Lowndes 
(so nerally—liberty to restore 
by 14 days’ notice on either side, 
March 2, 1920) 











Aprit 17, 1920 





Bassano Zuccotti & Co vy James 


“Carruthers & Co ld (restored 
March 31, 1920) 
1919 


Argosy Film Co & ors v Thompson 
Hylton (s o stay granted to 
March 15) 

Attorney+zen v John McEwan 
ors (Revenue Side) (s o genera! 
liberty to apply) 

In the Matter of a Petition of 
Right between Ard Coasters !d 
and The King (s o for Attorney 
Gen) 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue \ 
John Blott (Revenue Side) Same 
vy (Benjamin Isaac Greenwood 
(Revenue Side) (s o for Attorney 
(jen) 

Moresby & ors v Savoy Estates Id 

New Zealand Shipping Co ld \ 
C H Thew (Surveyor of Taxes) 
(Revenue Side) 

Blocher v The Maco Spinning Co 


& 


Niger Co ld v Yorkshire Insce Co 
Id (s o generally) 
The Provident Mutual Life Assce 


— v WwW > a4 (Surveyor of 


Taxes) Bas G Ogston 
(Survey: or 0 Sy v The Provi 
ae Mutual Life Assce Assoc, 


Respts (Revenue Side) 
The National Provident Institution 
v BJ Brown (Surveyor of ‘laxes 


Applts, and B. J. Brown (Sui 
veyor of Taxes) v The National 
Provident Institution (Respts) 


(Revenue Side) 
Sutherland v J & B ‘Hewson & Co 
d (so Liverpool Assizes 


James Latham & Co v W E Biake 


ld (restored Feb 24) 

Wilson v Lancashire & Yorkshir 
Ry Co 

Liverpoo! District Registry 


Thomas Cheshire & Co vy Vaug 
han Bros & Co (s o Liverpoo! 
Assizes) 

In the Matter of Petition of Rjgh 
of the Owners of the SS Larch 
grove generally) 

Palmer v Palmer & ors 

Olympia Oil and Cake Co ld \ 
Thornett & Ferr (s 0 Liverpo 
Assizes) 

T Wyldbore & Co 
& Tompson Id 
Assizes) 


8 0 


ld v Crompton 
(s o Liverpool 
1920. 

Hon Esther A Willoughby & 
vy Commrs of Inland Revenu: 
‘Revenue Side) 

Attorney-Gen v 
venue Side 

Manchester District Registry 
worth v Bolton Corpn 

Latstorf v Rothon & Co ld 

In the Matter of an Arbitration 
between the Owners of SS 
Richard de Larinaga and the 
Liverpool and London War 
Risks Insce Assoc and _ the 
Marine Underwriters of the said 
ship, and the Commrs for execut- 
ing the Office of the Lord Hig 
Admiral of the United Kingdom 

British Bank for Foreign Trade v 

Russian Commercial and Indus 

trial Bank 
the Matter of the Arbitration 

Act, 1889, between the West So 

merset’ Minetal Ry (Cimts) and 

the Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron & 

Coal Co ld (Respts) 

Boynton & ors v Ancholme Drain 
age Commrs 

R B V Currie (Applt) vy Commrs of 
Inland Revenue (Revenue Side) 

Commrs of Inland Revenue 


anr 


John, Brown (Re 


s 0) 


Ash 


In 


(Applts) v Korean Syndicate ld 
(Revenue Side) 
Charles Marsde 


n & Sons ld 





(Applts) y Commrs of Inland 
venue Fee Side) 

In the Matter of the Arbitration 
Act, 1889 and In the Matter oi 
an \(Anbtn between J & J Cun 
ningham id and The Societe 
Anonyme Des Pyrites De Bossmo 


Samuel! Parkes & Co ld v A B Roe 
& Co ld 
In the Matter of an Apnbitration 


between G Whyte, K S Whyte 
& E White and The Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries 

Rex (on the prosecution of The 
County Council of the Kast Rid 


ing or Yorkshire) vy The Ministry 
of Health 
Delaney v The Met Ry Co 
Chanay, P v N Jacobson Id 


the Matter of the Arbitration 
Act, 1889 & In the Matter of an 

Arbitration between the Owners 

of SS Hercules & The Russian 

East Asiatic Co ld 

In re W F Foster, one of the Soli 
citors of the Supreme Court 
Barnato (Applt) v Foster (Respt 

Fish v Jones & Meakin ld 

Barder vy Bromet 

Smith v Taylor & anr 

Dunn & amr v Campbell & ors 

In the Matter of the Arbitrati 
Act, 1889 and In the Matter o 
an Arbitration between David 
Maciver and Sons ld and The 
North of England Protecting & 
Indemnity Assoc and certain 
Marine Underwriters and The 
Commrs for executing the Offic 
of Lerd High Admiral of 
United Kingdom 

——— vy Munroe 


In 


Wadham & 


Xo Id 

Ss the Matter of The Agricultura 
Holdings Act, 1908 and In th 
Matter of an Arbitration be 


tween Bradshaw & (Tenants 
and Bird (Landlord 

Universal Radio Svndicate Id 
Liquidation) v Arthur Salisbur 
taxendale 

McDonald y W & C Pantin 

In re an Anbitration between T 
Great Western Colliery Co & 
James Edwards » 

Sterns ld v Hertz 


uu 


Campania Naviera Ibac v Coverle 
& Vestray 
Coveriey & Westray v Gabri 


Sok rloff & Sons ld 

Bowen Rowlands vy Furniture & 
Fine iArt Depositories Id 

Johnson v The Great Western R 
Co 

The International & Balkan Trad 
ng Co ld v Galeries Lafayett« 
de Paris 

H.M. PostmasterGeneral v Black 
pool and Fleetwood Tramroad 
Co 

Bentley v 
ing Co Id 

Ayres v Tenant, Co Id 

Farr v The Motor Trades Mutua 

Insce Soc Id 
re The Madagascar C mibrad 

Syndicate and In re The © 

Consolidation Act, 1908 

In re Same & Same 
ordered) 

(ioldsmith y Orr 

Macdonald vy Skinner 

Hay v David Hinchcliffe 

Pratt v Foley Bros & ors 

Rex v The Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Proftesring Committee (exparte 
The Provincial Cinematograph 
Theatres ld) 


Centra! London Build 


Ir 


(securit 


& Son Id 





Gsachwind & Co wv Ansaldo & Co 
(security ordered) 

The Pontardawe RD C v Jones } 

Blackmore v Long 

In re the Arbitration Act, 1889 
In re an Arbitration between ‘ 





Compagnie Napolitaine D’ Eolai- | 
rage et de Chauffage par le Gaz 


ind The French Marine 

Hill & anr v Kirshenstein & ors 

Edwin Hamlyn & Co v All British 
Manufacturing Co 

Smith v Baskel 

In re the Arbitration Act, 1889 
In re an \Wrbitration between 
The Owners of SS Kout Han 
sun and Furness, Withy & Co 

In re the Arbitration Act, 186 
In re an Arbitration between KR 
W J Sutherland (Owners) & 
Cc ompag nie Napoli une D'’Eclai 
rage de Chauffage par le Gaz 
Charterers 

Simon v The Aquaprufe Manuta 


turing Co 
Hart v Biackie 


| 
| 
| 
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In re an Arbitration between 4 ‘« 
Stella “upping (o Id (“Uwners 
and R iW Sutherland & (4 
Charterers 

Rutherford v the london Aasce 
( rpn 

\itwood Lamont 

\latravers Ihe A se ited 
Equipment ¢ d 

Jack Goodson id v Kinby & 
Hudson | 

Davies v ‘The Batavia and (renera! | 
Plantation ‘lruat id 

Parker v Goug! 

Sievier v Wootton 

Cook & Co v Fitch & Son Exp 
d & Fitch & Son id 

sit ur & Rowson 

In re an Arbitration between C Ss 
Coptad & Co, Owner of Nor 
vegian Steamer Lord, and New 


sum & Sons & Co Id (Charterer 

Feld & Co ld v Goodman 

Hardy v The Central London Ky 
In the Matter of the Agricultura! 
Holdings Act, 1908 and In the 
Matter of an. Arbitration bet 
John Todd { ompit and I iw 
North Riding of Yorkshire Agr! 
cultura Kxecutive Committee 
(Re sal 


lea v 


weer 


pts 
Fin 
(A rane & ors 
Eaglesham vy McMaster 
T Pet tion of Right of 
Breweries Id 


Urban District 


hley 


Ihe New 
and Phe 


KK mg 
PROBATE, 


ADMI 
AD 


MROM THE 
DIVORCE 
RALTY 
MIRALTY 

With Nautica 
Final 
1919 

Brento— 1919-~Foho 
of SS Me ita Vv 
Brento (damage 

1920 
1919 Fo) 

& Co v 


AND 
DIVISION 


(see ase! S 


Last.) 


06 


Owners 


(dwners 


~s 


4 


Gieorze 


Phemistoeles 
Mitchel] Cotts 
Thompson & Co (damage 

Volute 1919 «Folio 104 The 
Commrs for executing the Office 
of (Lord High Admiral of the 
United Kingdom vy Owners of SS 
Volute (damage) 

William and Mary—1919 
770 Owners of Sailing 
William and Mary v The 
Contracting Dredging 
damage) 

Y orkshire—1918— Folio 55 
of Cargo lately laden on 
SS Yorkshire v Owners 
Yorkshire (damage to car 

Danube I 1918 Folio 
Owners of ‘Norwegian SS Nor 
rona, her Master and Orew v 
Lieut Harry Jewies, R.N.R 


(damage) 


Foito 
Barge 
Tilbury 
Co id 


Owners 
board 
of SS 


) 
942 | 


* 





| 
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Kullea- en “1918 Folio 96 Admiralty 
v Owners of SS Kullen (damage) 

Wada Maru —1919—Folio 452 
Owners of SS Midsurrey v 


Japanese SS Wada Maru 
(damage 
Yeariey1919--Folio 45 Owners 


of SS Ramai Mumbru y Owners 
f SS Year ey (damage 


Monkshaven - 1918 Folio 474 
Owners of SS St Thomas vv 
Owners of SS Monkshaven 

lamage 

Pil. MS —1918—Folio 105 Owners 
of SS Clamiston v Owners of SS 
rPLMS ormerly Virginia 
(damage 
Withou Nautica \asess ors 

Interlocutory List.) 
1920 
Maric Gautz—1912—-Folhho 388 


Owners of SS Karamea vy Owners 
of SS Marie Gautz vary 
order 


(to 


MROM THIE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION 
(Interlocutory 
1916 


& Sons 


Crarnishees 


List.) 


id (H Huber «& 
v Papier Fabrik 
ALG (Judgt 


heard ner 


J Soanes 
Co, 
W lease stein 


Debtor part sO ge 


The Niger Co Id vo Guardian 
; generally) 


1920. 


~ ing v Sprague reard 


pert 


The Commrs of Inland Revenue ¥ 
John Sampson 

The National Provincial & Union 
Bank of England Id v Beckwith 

Leyland v Haddock & ots 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Kinsley v The Neptune Trust Id 

May, Harden & May Id vy Thames 


(Aviation Works ld 


IN RE THE WORKMEN'S COM 
PENSATION ACTS 1897 
ANI) 1906 

From County Courts 
1919 

Lang v Vernore & Sons (Lanca 
shire Preston and Choriey) 
a © for settlement 

Harrison v Matthews & Co (Mid 
d.eeex how) 

1920 

Mayor, Edward v The Leyland 
Birmingham) Rubber Co. tLan 
Caster Py eston & Chor ey 

Alexander Mackay v Owners of! 


Cramond 


SS (jlamorganshire, 
barry 

Bones v Associated Portland Ce 
ment Manufacturers (1900) Id 
(Middlesex City of London 
Court 

Sharp v Richardson & Co (West 
morland, Kenda!) 

Meadows, Mary & ors v The Eller 
man Lines !d (Lancashire, Liver 
pool 

Wrig Simit Dock Co Id 
Northumberland North 
Shields 

Bird, A E v Rice, J (Middlesex, 
Edmonton 

Williams v Stuart Worcester 
shire, Kidderminster) 

Chapman, William, an infant, by 


H Chapman \ 
Barton-on 


his next friend, C 
Smith (Lincolnshire, 


Humber) 
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Jonathan yv 


Walter 


Lawrence & 


Gon Id (Middlesex, Shoreditch) 


Bullock v Mayor 
Borough « 
(Gloucestershire 


the 


North Shields) 
Webster v Harriso 


Co ld (Yorkshire, Leeds 1918. 
~alie ohso orthi sriand 
“Gant ae — Weiss pee . : Brooke { 
ts ik ‘ vv. 3 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH mrp f Sony virgen 
DAV ISTON | Side) appl of Appite from judgt 
Standing in ‘ \bated Lis Mr. Justice Sankey dated 
Final and New Trial List July 6, 1918 July 25 
1914 | : 
The Commre ol In and Revenue I a ary List 
Smyth (Revenue Side upp! 1917. 
» , re , ? o ] 
Aaard rom judg of Mis — | Attorney-Gen v Bernard Singe 
cTrutton withou s jury, date ' . ° 
Feb 28 1914 and cross notice Revenue Side) app or Deft 
by Respt dated April 20, 1914 ies order = , i ngeng a 
s o generally) April 20 dated May 20, 1917 (s o gener 
Hunter v Commrs of Inland Re ally) June 8 
venue (Revenue Side) appl o N.B.—-The above list contains 
Petnr from judgt of Mr Testice Chancery, Palatine and King’s 
Serutton, without a jury, dated | Bench Final and _Interlocutory 
Feb 28. 1914 (s for genera \ppeals, &c., set down to April 1 
April 20 1920 
HIGH COURT. CHANCERY DIVISION 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1920 
Notices ReLvating To THe CHancery Cause List 
Mr. Justice Eve Except when other business is advertised in t) 
Daily Cause List Actions with Witnesse will be taken throughou 
the Sittings 
Mr. Justice SaRGant will take his business as announced in the Easte 
Sittings Paper 
Mr Justice AsTBURY will take his business as announced in the 
" Faster Sittings Paper 
Mr. Justice Peterson will take his business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper 
Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Peterson wil! 
take Liverpool and Manchester business on Thursdays, April 15th and 
29th, and May 13th 
Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrenct Except when other business is adver 
tised in the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taker 
throughout the Sittings 
Mr. Justice Russet On each Friday afternoon Summonses under 
lrading with the Enemy Act will be taken Subject thereto Actions 
; vith Witnesses will be heard throughout the Sittings 
Summonses before the Judge in Chambers Mr. Justice SARGANT, 
Mr. Justice Astaury and Mr. Justice Prerersown will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Sarcant, Mr. Justice Astsury and Mr. Justice 
PETERSON. 
Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
in the Easter Sittings Paper 
; Notice with Rererence ro THe CHancery Witness Lists 
! During the Easter Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 
! Witness Actions as follows 
Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Eve and Pererson 
4 JJ 
i Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will take the Witness List for Astrsury | 
« and P. O. Lawrence, JJ 
! Mr. Justice Russert will take the Witness List for SarGant and 
Russe. JJ 
H Cuancery Causes ror Trin or HEaRIne 
Set down to April Ist, 1920 
Before Mr. Justice Eve In re Capel Cure & Trotter's Con 
! . . ‘ tract Imre Vendor & Purchase 
Re tained Motions Act 1874 trestored 
Hammond v Whitworth Engin In re Leslie's Settlement Lesli 
eering Co v Leslie 
Jones v Ford In re ‘Walker's Truste Wavertree 
Styles v Secrett vy Walker 


Jagger v Hawley 
Lines v Lines ld 
Gordon vy Domicil 
Morris v Millar 
Duché v Duché 
Baker v Har wood 


In 


re 








Aldermen, &e of 


x Cheltenham 
Cheltenham) 
Douglass v Gray (Northumberland 


n, 


ia ld 


Townsend & 


In re Samue! Thompson's appin 


Retained Adjourned Summonses 
O'Brien's Settled Estate 


Sanders v O'Brien (pt hd) 


1915 

| Walter Morrison v The Commis 

| gsioners of Inland Revenue (Re 
venue Side) appl of Appict 
from judgt of Mv. Justice Row 
att dated Jan 25, 1915 (s 


generally) February 5 


In re A Cc Rey rolle de 
Reyrolle 
Causes for Tria 
(With Witnesses 
Bournemouth Markets Ice & Cold 
Storage ld v Motor Mace Id 
| The Osram Roberteon 
Works Id v Public Trustee 
Merritt v Jones 


Negus v 


Musicians’ Union 





| 
| 
| 


| In 





! 


Same v Ariss 

The “‘ Mac”’ 

Dick v Jacques 
sion) 

In re A B Mayne dec Mayne \ 
Cust (not before July 1) 

Sprague v Sterling 

The Canadian Agency Id v West- 
minster 

In re F O Gtenfell dec The Cana- 
dian Agency ld v (irey 

Wagman v Schiff 


Fisheries |ld v Fox 
(s o for Commis 


The St. Leonards-on-Sea Pier Co 
Id v Lilley 
In re Francis Davies dec Wood 


ward v (Woodward 

The Bodega Co ld vy D J Bassett & 
Sons 

In re The Standard Smal! Arms Co 
Id (in liquidation) 

\brahams v The 
Trading Co Id 
15) 

Porter v Page 

Kilam v iLoubet & Co Id 

Todd v Travis & Arnold 

Speechley v Sheen 

Sitwell v J & G Wells Id 

Carter v Langford 

Forgiorie v Lewis 

Benn v Brown 

Clarendon Film? Co Id v Thornton 

Barias v March 

Allen & Co ld v Whiteman 

Michelham v Brandon 

The Pemberton Colliery Co Id 
Worsley Mesnes Colheries Id 

The Worsley Mesnes Collieries id 
v The Pemberton Colliery Co !d 

Scarth v Scattergood 


Mose v ‘Wildey 


Charles Urban 
(not. before May 


Mr 


Retained Cause for Trial 


Before Justice SARGANT 


With ‘Witnesses. ) 

Lewis v Ewen 

Dance v The Hippodrome Notting 
ham Id 

In re Henry Elliston dec Williams 
v Strong 

In re Sir H B Martin, Bart dec 
Smith v Hubbersty 

Mason v Ricketts (s o) 

The Associated Portland Cement 
Manufacturers (1900) Id v Saint 

Matlock Urban District Council v 
Rains 

Wall v (London & Provincial Trust 
ld 

St Mary Steamship Co Id v Levér 


Walker v Lever 
In re Woolldridge & Fox Patent 
No 105,137 In re Patents & 


Designs Act 
Attorney-Gen v Lea 
Heyman v Arnott 
Gidden vy The Nat Deposit Friendly 
Soc 
Adjourned Summonses. 


re Davies’ Settlement Trusts 
Liewellin v Watkin 

In re Eveson’s Will Trusts. Eve 

Eveson (s o generally) 

Cooke v Willson 


Jn re Gare 


In re Crecoe-Colmore Colmore v 
Halsey 

In re Barker-Mill’s Settlement 
Public Trustee v Barker-Mill 
May 3) 

In re Jane Rees dec Jones v Evans 
pt hd so) 


In re Hemmings dec Hemmings v 
Cunningham 
In re William Brown’s Patents In 
re Patents Acts. 1907 to 1911 
re Ballard dec Terrington v 
Weigall 


In 


Lamp | Moryoseph v Moryoseph 


In re Otto Herz dec Herz v Felden- 


heimer 


Wolstenholme v The Amalgamated | City & West End Properties Id v 


Davie 





In re Elliott, dec Claydon vy Oxford 

In re J A Morgan Morgan v 
Edwards 

In re Hazlehurst 

In re John ‘Walker dec 
Walker 

Todd v Gray 

In re W J Wilkins, dec Wilkine y 
Wilkins 

In re Kent Kent v Elliston 

In re T Treloar’s Settled Estate 
In re Settied Land Acts 

In re Carr4Gomm dec Carr4Gomm 
v Carr4jomm 


Douglas v Allen 


Walker v 


in re Francis Otter dec Otter 
v Metcalf 
In re Leggett’s Settlement dn re 


Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 


In re Lyle ‘Lyle v Lyle 


In re Beacham dec Galliver v Le 
Gallais 

In re Samuel Fox dec Jeffery 
Fo 

In re W J Amherst dec Dean , 
Robertson 

In re Duke of Grafton’s Truste 


Fitzroy v Sidney 


In re John Turville Olphin de 
Chaplin v Olphin 
In re J F (Rayner dec Rayner \ 


Rayner 
In re Trade Marks Act, 1905 In re 
Wheatley Akeroyd & Co's appin 
Peter v Thomas Peter 


In re Isaac Maude dec Whiteley 


v Broadhead 

Sheffield v Bell 

In re Nathan dec Nathan v 
Jacobs 

In re Lacy Block dec Publi 
Trustee v Lake 

In te S Chapman dec Peploe v 


Chapman 
re Dent 

O’ Brien 

In re W Raven dec In re Settled 
Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 

In re John Bell dec Bell v Evans 

In re Bettshanger Boring Co's 
Lease The Company v Dorman. 
Long & Co 

Eure v Cow 


In dec 


Ingram ¥ 


ASTBURY. 


Trial 


Before Mr. Justice 


Retained Causes 
(With Witnesses.) 

White x Riley (pt hd) 
Thiry v Kent Coal Concessions !d 
0’ Dwyer v Sheppard 
Smith v The Croydon Gravel Co Id 
Turner v Thompson 
Minns v Halls ‘Barton Ropery Co 


for 


Jenkins v Western Refrigeration 
& Ice Co ld (pt hd) 
Parsons Marine Steam Turbine Co 
Id v Farrer & ors (pt hd) 
Haimes v Whitley & Monkseaton 
U.D.C. (pt hd) 
Adjourned Summonses. 


In re E M Wilkes dec Fraser v 
Smith (pt hd) 


In re Morrice Trusts Hardie v 
Hope-Vere (pt hd) (s o to 
May 31) 

In re E Cocquere! dec Emmerson y 
Cocquerel (pt hd) 


In re Landor’s Settlement Landor 
v Landor (pt hd so) 

In re Kerrison’s Settlement In re 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 


(8 o) 

Stamford, Spalding & Beston 
Banking Co v Bulman 

Schweder vy Hirsch 

In re De Boinville dec De Boin 
ville v De Boinville (restored) 


In re Ward & Coole’s Contract In 
re Vendor & Purchaser Act 
In re The Cuban Land & Develop 

ment Co (1911) ld The Company 


v Hoghton 





20 
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In re An Arbitration between 
Robert Wilson and The Scottish 
(Insce Corpn id 

Moore v Moore In re Jessie Moore, 
an infant fn re Guardianship of 
Infants Act, 1886 

In re Robert Browne dec Browne 
v Browne 

In re F A Davis dee Wills v Davis 

In re Lord Wandsworth dec Ben 
nett v Thomson 

In re Joseph Martin dec Tudge v 


udge 

In re Wm Martin dec Martin v 
Martin 

In re Cleminson dec Awde v 


Spensley 
Carpenter v Sach 
In re Lester dec 

(Weatherley 
In re the Application by National 

Galvanizers Id In re Trade 

Marks Act, 1905 
In re Lancaster 

caster 


Hounsfie!d v 


Roscoe v Lan- 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Petitions (to wind pp). 


Metalo ld (petn of George Lilling- 
ton & Co ld—ordered on Feb 18, 
1919, to stand over generally)" 

Arthur Adams & Co ld (petn of 
Bradley and Burch |d—ordered 
on Oct 14, 1919, to stand over 
generally) 

Fibre Tube & Box Board Manufac 
turers Id (petn of J B Hunt— 
ordered on Nov 18, 1919, to stand 
over generally) 

North West Corpn ld (petn of 
Goodall, Clayton & Co ld—s 0 
from Jan 13, 1920, to April 13, 
1920) 

Petrucco & Co ld (petn of Jeffreys, 
Sutton & Co ]ld—so ‘from Jan 13, 
1920, to April 13, 1920) 

Harding Bros (Engineers, West 
minster) ld (petn of T G-Tulloch 
—s o from Jan 13, 1920, to May 
4, 1920) 

Petroleum Exploitation Co Id 
{petn of H ( Teale—s o from 
Jan 20, 1920, to April 13, 1920) 

Whitehead Aircraft (1917) Id 
(petn of New Pegamoid Id & anr 
—s o from Feb 24, 1920, to 
April 19, 1920)—retained by Mr. 
Justice P O Lawrence) 

Rubastic ld (petn of W H Molyn 
s o from March W, 1920, to 
April 27, 1920) 

Sefton Moiyneux & Co Id (petn of E 
Downelly—s o from March 50, 
1920, to April 20, 1920) 

Capital & Counties Trade Develop- 
ment Corpn ld (petn of South- 
wark Manufacturing Co Id) 

Westminster Contract Corpn !d 
(petn of J Pannebakker) 

Sucrum Id (petn of ‘A M Nance) 

Cosmos Treding Co Id (petn of C 
A G Macintosh) 

Wolverhampton & District Money 
Soc Id (petn of J Blackshaw) 

Upper Burmah Wood Co ld (petn 
of W W Bruce) 

Capital & Counties Trade Develop- 
ment Corpn Id (petn of Henry A 
Cole & Co !d) 

National Improved Housing Co Id 
(petn of H R Baldwin) 

Blighty Publishing Co Id (petn of 
William Cate 1d) 

New Sowley Textiles Id (petn of 
J Stubbe & anr) 

Chancery Division. 

Petition (to sanction Scheme of 
Arrangement and confirm Re- 


organization of Capital). 
Jugra Estate Id 


Petitions (to confirm Reduction of 
Capital). 

Driver & Co ld and reduced (or- 
dered on March 30, 1920, to 
stand over generally) 

Yuanmi Gold Mines id and reduced 
John Howe. & Co ld and reduced 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Motions. 

Unstone Colliery Co ld (to stay 
voluntary _liquidation—ordered 
on Jan 28, 1919, to stand over 
generally) 

Angel Steamship Co ld—s o from 
Feb 24, 1920, to April 13, 1920 

Sierra Morena Copper Mines !d 
ordered on March 9, 1920, to 
stand over generally) 

John Dawson & Co (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) ld (stand over generally 
by consent) 

Municipality of Para Improve- 
ments Id 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Court Summonses, 


French South African Development 
Coid Partridge v French South 
African (Development Co Id (on 
preliminary point—ordered on 
April 2, 1914, to stand over 
generally pending trial of action 
in King’s Bench Division) 

English & Scottish American Mort 
gage and (Investment Co ld (as 
to contingent claims part heard— 
parties to apply to fix day for 
further hearing) 

National General Insce Co !d 
(priorities of policy holders— 
ca v 11/12/18)—retained by Mr. 
Justice P O (Lawrence 

United London and Scottish Insce 
Co Id (interest under sale and 
purchase agreement—ordered on 
July 1, 1919, to stand over gener- 
ally)—retained by Mr. Justice P 
O Lawrence 

Cann ld (ordered on Jan 27, 1920, 

to stand over generally) 

‘anden Plas (England) id (on proof 

of Fiat Motors ld—with wit- 

nesses—-parties to apply to fix 
day for hearing) 

Same (on claim of F H C.Rees and 
C R Fairey)—with witnesses 

Tasmanian Copper Co Id 

Carlton Press Id 


< 


Before Mr. Justice PeTErson 

tetained Causes for Trial 
(With Witnesses.) 

The Zinc Mines of Great Britain }d 
v Stevenson (s 0) 

Davis v Gerhold (pt hd) 

Martin v King (April 21) 

Williams v Williams 

The Highbury Furnishing Co Id 

v Seaton 


Adjourned Summonses. 


In re Lord Howard de Walden’s 
Contract Sharp v Howard de 
Walden 

In re A M Phelps dec Stewart v 
Booth (6 o to May 31) 

om re C B Cole dec Cole v Cole 

n te A M Tapp dec Tapp v Ta 
In re T B Baekle dec "Duchie 
Jarvis 

In re E Hearn dec Hearn v Hearn 
(restored) 

In re L S Blech dec 
Bank v Blech 

In re H E Sambrook dec Truman 
v Sambrook 


Barclay’s 





| In re Sir R '‘W B Beauchamp deo 
‘Barker-Hahlo v Oadge 

In re J F Townend dec Foster v 
The Royal Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals 

In re Mills Mills v Mills 

In re J W Summers dec Hay v 
Summers 

In re H P Strong dec Wingate v 
Stron 

Murdock vy Donovan 


Before Mr. Justice P. O 
LAWRENCE. 
Retained Adjourned Summonses. 
Gough v The Baltic Basic Slag Co 


‘s 0) 

Same v Same 

In re Lord Wallscourt Estate 
Wallscourt v Wallscourt (pt hd) 

In re Gould, an infant Gould v 
Withers 

In re Branksome Estate 
Settled Land Acta 


In re 


In re Grenfell dec Grenfell v 
Grenfell 

In re E‘W Fry dec Denne v Pre- 
torius 


In re Thomas Farries dec Arnold v 
Farries (pt hd) 

In re E J Elrington dec Elring- 
ton v Elrington 

In re L M Davison dec 
Trustee v Bigg«Davison 


Public 


Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 


In re Spiers & Pond Id (s 0) 

Western v Western 

Johnson v Westhampnett Rural 
District Council 

Dreyfus Vv Routolphi (not before 
July 1) 

In re W P Swain dec Mathias v 
Johns 





Pyrene Co ld y Webb Lamp Co 
l 


In re George Burton dec Baylis ¥ 
Burton 

Gilbert v Woods 

Pullinger Engineering Co Id v 
London, Singapore & Java Bank 
ld 

Whiteley v Lingard 

The Franco.Ottoman Shipping Co 
ld (in liquidation) vy Constant 

Morrow vy Stepney Corpn 

Langdale v The Concrete Construc- 
ton Oo ld 

Merrett v Schuster 

Williams v Quance 
Williams 

Joscelyne v Brill 

Burn v National Amalgamated 
(Labourers’ Union of Great 
Britain & Treland 

Lewis v Welbourne 

The Ipswich Permanent Money 
Club Id v Arthy 

Catling v Robins 

In re Harry ‘Heaton dec Heaton v 
Bethune- Baker 

Young v Hewlett 


Before Mr. Justice Russi. 
Retained Matters. 
Motions 


Payne's Ship & Timber Co Id v 
Payne (Apri! 13) 

In re Great Britain Insce Co 
(April 13) 

Unic Motors Co v Regent Carriage 
Co 

Tatham v Rickett (April 19) 

Cunningham v_ Palmers Cireen 
Cinematograph Co (April 19) 

Western Import Co ld vy Merrison 
(April 19 

In re H Stanfeld (Cosmos) Id 
Cosmos Consolidated Id vy Stan 
feld (Cosmos) ld (May 3) 


Quance V 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN'S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 





















In re W Shepherd dec Shepherd 
v Shepherd 










AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Poms No.: PARK ONE (40 Linus) Triucrams: “WHITELEY LONDOK,” 
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Bindley & anr v Dulcker (May 10) | Juler v Pilbrow 

Walker, Parker & Co v Hollywell | Rider, Troward & Co ld v Mickel 
Halkyn Mining Co (s o gener- | Dinham v Mose 
ally) Bagg v Miller 

Petition. Imeson v Lister 

In re London & River Plate Bank | Allen v Jones 
ld and In re Cos (C) Act {April | Jones, E v Jones, AR 
3) Hutchinson vy Woollen 

Somerville v Lochner 

| Falbaum v The Klinger Manufac- 
turing Co ld 

Scott v Waller 

The Wernddu Ry & Colliery Co 
ld v The Lincoln Wagon and 
Engine Co ld 

Hummerston v The Midland Ry Co 

Hall v Stirling 

Rossdale v (Denny 

In re RF Wallis dec Wallis v 
Wallis 

Carter v Robertson 

Making v Jewell 

Elmore v Ford 

Keen v Mear 

Thring v D P Morgan Id 

Finegold v Samuels 

Balston v Bransgrove 

Grindell v Bass 

Maspes v Carter & Carter 

Paddy v Clutton 

Lord v Mooney 

Wheatley v Wheatley 

Davis v Wise 

Ellen v Goldstein 

Gladstone vy Tummon 


Adjourned Summonses 


In re W Ledgard dec Ledgard v 
Denison 

Tetlow v Orela ld 

Hammack y Cox 

In re Croxon’s Settlement Law- 
ford v Ferrers 

Baillie v Neville Preston v Same 

In re Cripps Freeland v Cripps 

In re L R 8S Tomalin dec Fraser v 
Tomalin 

In re Harrison dec 
Harrison 

Monro v Monro 


Harrison v 





(pt hd) 


Application under the —— 
Consolidation) Act, an the 
Trading with the Enemy ‘Acts, 


1914 & 1916 


Court Summons. 


Th Goldschmidt & Co ld (c a ¥ 
March 30, 1920) 


Causes for Trial 

Wm Hollins & Co ld v Blackwell 
R.D.C. (not before May 15) Applications under the Trading 

In re Berger dec Berger v Berger with the ‘Enemy Acts, 1914 to 
June 9) 1916 

Woodhouse Parish Council v Bar- 
row-upon-Soar Urban District 
Council (not before May 1) 

Sullivan v Smeeton Smeeton v | 
Sullivan In re The National Bank fur 

Smith v The Bradstreet Co of New Deutschland In re Anglo-Aus- 
York | trian Bank (London Agency) 


~ ——$— 


In re Armourduct Manufacturing 
Co, enemies, &c 


In re Dresdner Bank, enemies, &c 


High Court of Justice.-—King’s Bench Division. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1920 
Crown Paper. 
For Hearing. 
The King v Beverley UDC 
The King v Commrs of Inland Revenue 
The King v Same 
Owners of SS Crown of Leon v Admiralty Commrs 
Mersey Docks & Harbour Board v Lords Commrs of the Admiralty 
Tendring Union v Braintree Union 
Davy v Pratt 
Morgan v Ennion 
Felton v Heal 
In the Matter of a Solicitor 
Nightingale v Houghton 
Lickfold v Harrison 
Smith v Central Midwives’ Board 
Napton v Jeffery 
Holt Brewery Co ld v Thomson. 
Gargate v Johnstone 
Hunt v Battersby 
Wardle v Macdonald 
The King v Ministry of Health 
Watkinson v Robinson 
East Anglia Steam Fishing Co ld & anr v Same 
Stickles v Cripps 
J P Harvey & Co ld v Herefordshire County Counci) 
Vince v Andrews 
Clarke v Andrews 
Thomas v Jones 
Jutsum & Jones v Tippetts 
Norman v Buckland 
The King v Suter 
The King v Thompson, Esq & ors, Jj, &c, & Suter 
In re A & B Stricker, infants 
Thomas & anr v Eagle Star & British Dominions Insce Uo 
Shorney v Hoare 
The King v HH Judge Sherston Baker 
Wall v Gibbs 


Expte Law Soc 


LIMITED, 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 18653. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, gz 


Capital Stock ... 
Debenture Stock £331,130 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Proposal and full injormation can be obtained at the Society's Office, 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 


£400,009 





Civ Paper. 
For Judgment. 


Spencer Whatley ld v L & N W Ry (Marylebone County Court) 
Linsdell v Paignton Electric Light Co ld (Totnes & Paignton County ( 
Court) 
For Argument. 
Blundell v Stormont (Solihull County Court) 
Campbell v Ettlinger & Co ld 
Chipling v Butler (Bath County Court) 
Pearce v Pearce 
England v Inglis (York County Court) 
H G Smith ld v Great Western Ry Co (Birmingham County Conrt) 
Stanton v Southwick (Sheffield County Court) 
Nicholson v Jackson (Pontefract County Court) 
Darwin v Clarke (Otley County Court) 
British Merchants [ncorporated ld v Bowyer & Bartlett 
Howarth v Harbour (Birmingham County Court) 
Mellor v Famous Pictures ld 
Hawson v Feast. (Doncaster County Court) 
Matcham v White (Romford County Court) 
Inkpen v Borley & ors (Shaftesbury County Court) 
Alexandria Engineering Works v Camillo Tank 8 S Co ld 
Powley v Randall (Windsor County Court) 
Simpson v Clarke (Marylebone County Court) 
Milnes v Hadfields Id (Sheffield County Court) 
Unicorn Engineering Co ld v Heyman (Croydon County Court) 
Dorland Agency ld v British Agricultural Tractors (U K) ld & anr 
(City of London Court) 
Bayliss v Richardson (Ilford County Court) 
Howden ld v Sheed, Thomson & Co Id 
Unsted v Cohen (Brighton County Court) 
Hayward v Ipswich Industrial, &c, Soc (Ipswich County Court) 
Bailey v Devonport ld (Lambeth County Court) 
Jones v Cambrian Rys Co (Clark, clmt) (Oswestry County Court) 
Astor v Barrett & Hulme (Blackpool County Court) 
Bentley v Withers (Westminster County Court) 
Alliance Trading Co v Stenhouse 
Rosenthal v Koopliwich (Shoreditch County Court) 
Malonev United Soc of Boilermakers, &c (Birkenhead County Court) 


Specrat Paper. 





Harrisons v Shipping Controller 

J W Elliott & Co v Candor Manufacturing Co 

Same v Same (motion) 

Mason v A Harding Id 

Same v fame (motion) 

Robertson v Kooperman 

F! Bourgeois v Wilson, Holgate & Co ld 

Kodera & Co v Same 

Owners S © Loostakken v Langbeher Bros 

Harrisons ld v Channel Brokers Id 

Hodgson & Co v Wigglesworth & Co 

Embiricos v French Chartering Office 
MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT. 


Pennell v Cairns 
Performing Right Soc ld v Wasserug & anr 
Debaisieux v Bouteiller 
Performing Right Soc ld v Furniss 
Holland v Bollaerts 
Revenve Paper. 
English Informations. 
Attorney-Gen and John Henry Oglander & anr 
Attorney-Gen and the Public Trustee 
Attorney-Gen and Digby Sayer 
Cases Stated. 


. W R Shove (Surveyor of Taxes) and the National Provincial Bank of 
England Id 

The National Mutual Life Assce Soc and F G Baker (Surveyor of 
Taxes) 

The Plymouth Mutual Co-operative & Industrial Soc ld and the 
Commrs of Inland Revenue 

© Binney and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 
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G R Stenson (Surveyor of Taxes) and the Bosch Magneto Co ld 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue and John Sansom 

F E Shaw (Surveyor of Taxes) and Lichfield Conduit Lands Trustees 

The Great Western Railway Company, on behalf of W H Hall, clerk to 
Great Western Railway and G W Bater (Surveyor of Taxes) 

Mrs M M AS Meeking in the names of J C M A Wilson & H Johnson 
and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Joseph Rochford and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 

British Italian Corpn ld and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 

A W Walker & Co and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue and Frank Bernard Sanderson 

Wankie Colliery Co ld and Commrs of Iniand Revenue 

Mary, Lady Wyndham and Commrs of Inland Revenue 


Petitions under Finance Act, 1894 


In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, dec 
Petitions under the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910 

Charrington & Co ld and the Commrs of Inland Revenue (re Volunteer 
Arms Beerhouse, Ware-street, Sunderland) 

The Lion Brewery (Winchester) ld and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 
(re The Black Boy, Swanmore, Hants) 

The Lion Brewery (Winchester) ld and the Commrs of Inland Revenue 
(re The Brook-street Stores, Bishops Waltham) 


Death Duties. 
In the Matter of Arthur George, Earl of Wilton, dec 
Special Case under R.S.C., Order M4. 


Attorney-Gen and the Company of Proprietors of Selby Bridge, Yorks 
APPEAL AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


! 





An Appeal from a County Court to be heard by a Divisional Court ! 


sitting in Bankruptcy, pending 31st March, 1920. 

In re A Debtor (No. 19 of 1915) Expte the Debtor v The Petitioning 
Creditor & the Official Receiver appl from the County Court of 
Devonshire (Plymouth & Stonehouse) 
ordered to stand over with liberty to restore) 


Motions in Bankruptcy for hearing before the Judge, pending 3lst 
March, 1920. 

Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914 In the Matter of a Deed of Arrange- 
ment, dated Sept 13, 1919 (No 5 of 1919) Expte The Trustee v Henry 
Phillips (for committal) : 

In re W White Expte The Trustee v Albert Mackenzzie & the London 
=e and Midland Bank ld and Arthur Mackenzie (added by 
order 

In re W White Expte The Trustee v T 


A Mackenzie, Mabelle 


(On Dec 15, 1919, this app! was | 


Mackenzie, his wife, and the London Joint City and Midland Bank Id | 


In re W White Expte The Trustee v W A Mackenzie, A E Mackenzie 


Emily Louisa Mackenzie, and Barclays Bank ld (formerly the London | 


* 


Provincial Bank ld) 

In re The Debtors (No 871 of 1919) Expte C J Piggott v W A 
Mackenzie and London Joint City & Midland Bank Id 
In re G@ T V de Lucovich (trading as C K George & Co) 

Salaman, the Trustee v Clifford Jacob 
ey H Lavey Expte F S Salaman, the Trustee vy R W J Sutherland 
o 


Expte F 8S 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, April 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


; LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ARTHUR ApaMs & Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to Mr 
Wallace James Westcott, 37, Mount Pleasant-villas, Stroud Green, liquidator 

THORNHAM SPinnine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Taylor Wood, addressed under cover to “ The Liquidator, Thornham 
Spinning Co., Ltd., 181, Oldham-rd. Longsight, Oldham.” ; 

= Srinxtne Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, 

eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claime. tc 
Herry Scott Butterworth, liquidator, obisenet under cover to “ The Rn My 
Ash Spinning Co., Ltd., Highlands House, Shaw.” 

Hveowx & Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to John 
Herbert _Hugon, Ogden-la.. Openshaw, Manchester liquidator. A 

Warp & tan Lav.—Creditors are vw on or before 
names and addresses, and the rticulars of the c j »F 
Lomax, 590, Blackburn-rd., Bolton, liquidator. a a ooo 

Watspen Mitt, Lrp. (In Votunrary Ligvrpation).—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Tom Lord Pilling, 1, Alma-st., Walsden, liquidator 

Stneteton & Company (Btacxroot), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Richard Bowman, 26, Birley-st., Blackpool, liquidator 

Lorp, Hampson & Lorp (1919), Lap. (I~ Votrwrary LIQUIDATION ON ReconsTREC 
TIoN).—Creditors are required, on or before April 26, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fred Jackson. 3 
Ashworth-ter.. Harwood, Bolton, liquidator. im 

MIDDLETON & Woop, Wrean.—Creditors are required, on or before April 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to 
_Ralph Worthington Brown, 28, Market-st., Wigan, liquidator. : 

Usron axp Ruopestan Trust, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31 
to send their names and eddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Robert Simpson and Albert Burt, Finsbury-pavement House, liquidators. ; 

Atten & Stumonps, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 3, to send their 
names and addresses; and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 
Layton-Bennett, 31/38, Broad Street-av., liquidator. 


to | 


on or before April 30, to send | 


April 26, to send their | 














LLOYDS BANK 
LIMITED. 


HEAD OFFICE: 
71, LOMBARD STREET, EC. 3. 
1919.) 
- £58,878,400 
9,420,544 











(3ist December, 


CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED 


CAPITAL PAID UP - - 
| RESERVE FUND - «= 9,675,105 
DEPOSITS, &. - - ~- 325,938,436 





| ADVANCES, &c. - «+ 135,763,591 


AFFILIATED BANKS: 
THE NATIONAL BANK OF SCOTLAND LIMITED. 
THE LONDON AND RIVER PLATE BANK LIMITED. 
AUXILIARY: 
LLOYDS AND NATIONAL PROVINCIAL FOREIGN BANK LIMITED, 



































London Gazette.—Tvespar, April 13 
Lrp, (In Vourntrany Ligvrpation).—Creditors are required, on 


Grove Crxema Co 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of 


or before May 10, 


their claims or debts, to William Bateman, 26, St. Petersgate, Stockport, 
liquidator j = 
Lit & Hexperson, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 27, to send in 


their names and addresses, with particulare of their debts or claims, to H. 
Boulton, Hanover-chmbrs., Hanover-sq., Hull liquidator. 

Cosmo Picture Hovse, Lrp.—April 29, on or before which the creditors of the com 
pany are to prove their debts. R. Duncan French, 21, North John-st., Liverpool, 
liquidator 

Centory Satrrina Co., Lr. 
before July 8, to send their names 
lebte or claims, to Charles John Obery, 81, Gracechurch-st., liquidator 

Steamsuir Lorp Latraom Co., Lrp. (In Liquipation).-Creditors are required, on 
or before July 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 

to Charles John Obery, 81, Gracechurch-st., liquidator 


(In Liquipation).—Creditore are required, on or 
and addresses, and the particulars of their 


lebts or claime 


| Granxp Evecrric Tararre (Carntiw How), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 


1y 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debta or 
claims. to William Brittain, 15. Pilgrim-«t.. Newenstle-on-Tyne, liquidator 
Woopsriper ENerneertne Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April %, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
The Liquidator, Woodbridge 


to H. M. Taylor, the liquidator, under cover to * 
Engineering Co Ltd.,” St. John’s Worke, Woodbridge, Suffolk 
Maverirics Estares anp Assets Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 21. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to C. E. Tyrrell, 1, Walbrook, liquidator. 
rrixipap Western Centra, Prrrotecm Co., Lrp.—-Creditors are required, on or 


to send their names and addresses, to L. V. C. Briggs, 15, 


before May 
liquidator 


Angel-ct 


14, 
Throgmorton-st. 
TRINIDAD MONTsenmat Perroteum ©o., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 

May 14. to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 

snd claims, to L. V. C. Briggs, 15, Angel-ct., Throgmorton-st., liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette Farivar, April 9. 


Thornham Spinning Co., Ltd. Steamship Lord Lathom Co., Ltd 
4. Luraschi, Ltd . Henry Poole & Co., Ltd. 

Ash Spinning Co., Ltd Singleton & Co. (Blackpool), Ltd 
Direct Trading Co., Ltd Crossgates Iron Ore Co., Ltd 
Veraguas Syndicate, Ltd. John Brownhill & Co., Ltd 
Union and Rhodesian Trust, Ltd J. Jones (Manchester), Ltd 
J. E. Cohen, Ltd Promper, Ltd. 

Henry Rossell & Co., Ltd. Hugon & Co., Ltd 

’. E. Coney & Co., Ltd Fredk. Scott & Co., Ltd 

Allen & Simmonds, Ltd. . West Lancashire Wagon Co., Ltd 
Warwigk Mill Co., Ltd R. Hyde & Co. (1918), Ltd 
Princes Hotel, Brighton (1912), Ltd J. P. O’Brien & Co., Ltd 
Century Shipping Co., Ltd R. Landrienx & Co., Ltd 
Handsworth Motor Garage, Ltd Penelope Manufacturing Co., Ltd 
Comptoir General Des Freins de Sucrum, Ltd 

Cycles, Ltd. Skerne Steam Trawling Co., Ltd 
Serbian Exploration Syndicate, Ltd Turner Brothers Asheston Co., Ltd 
Steamship “ Emily Eveson" Co., Ltd. Globe Trading Co.. Ltd 
Eastern Counties Golf Co., Ltd J. & J. Thomason, Ltd 

Pataling Rubber Estates Syndicate 

London Gazette.—Turspar, April 13 

Lytchett Brick Co., Ltd. Rye Temperance Hotel Co., Ltd 
Grove Cinema Co., Ltd Newall’s Inanlation Co., Ltd. 
Chesterfield House Hydro, Ltd South Shields Theatre Co., Ltd 


Ltd 


Khasia Hills Prospecting and Mining Mauritius Estates and Assets Co 
Syndicate, Ltd Hall Lane Spinning Co. (1919), Ltd. 

Parker, Lord & Co., Ltd, Snelling & Gathercole, Ltd 

Java Hevea Rubber and Tobacco Tremlett Brothers, Ltd 
Estates, Ltd Trinidad Montserrat Petroleum Co., 

Talbot-Stead Tube Co., Ltd. Ltd. 

Wallis Crown Cork and Syphon Co., Trinided Western Central Petroleum 
Ltd. Co., Ltd 

Fastern Trust, Ltd. F. C, Nestler, Ltd 

Thomas Coulthard, Ltd Aero Mechanical Co., Ltd. 

Anglo-Malay Rubber Co., Ltd Crown Spinning Co., Ltd 

John Hudson & Co., Ltd Welkin Ring Mill, Ltd 

Washington Chemical ( Ltd Primrose Ring Mill (1916), Co., Ltd. 

George Ball, Ltd Shaw Spinning Company, Ltd. 

Corbett & Co., Ltd Britannia Glass Works, Ltd 

Marine Offices, Ltd Porth Empire Co., Ltd 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


London Gazette.—Fripar, April 9. 


Last Dir or Claim 


Ancurn, Ciewent Witttam, Copthall-av. May Lee & Pembertons, 44, Lincoln's 
inn-fields 

Batcnin, Waiter, York st., Westminster. May 7. Lee & Pembertone, 44, Lincoln's 
inn-flelds 

Bextox, Ann, Addiscombe, Croydon. May 15. C. E. Gravely, Balham. 

CHUDLEIGH, Emity, Camberwell. May 10. E. Perey Lewis, 38, Queen Victoria-st. 

CHUPLEIGON, Witttam Hesny, Camberwell May 10 E. Percy Lewis, 32, Queen 
Victoria-st : 

DRUMMOND, ANDREW, Liverpool, Schoolmester. May 18. Alsop, Stevens, Crooks & 
Co., Liverpool 

Dervis, Epwarp Jomn~ Gorr, Exmouth. May & A. Glenton Lewis, 37, Norfolk-st 

ELKINS, Gerona? W., Penn ania, Amerien, May 7. Fred. F. Macnaghten, 7, Mill 
bank 

Fox, Thomas, Bournemouth. May 7. Trevanion, Curtis & Ridley, Bournemouth. 

Harpine, Henny Pact, Hampstead. May 8 Malkin & Co., Martin’e-le. 

Harrar, Groror Thomas, Oxford-ter. May 9. W. H. Morton, 10, Old Jewry-chmbrs. 

Hootsr, Mary Hannan, Droylsden, Lancs. May 15. Reg. Whitworth, Ashton-under- 
Lyne. 

Jones, Many Rees, Barry, Glam. May 12. Donald Maclean, Handcock & Hann, 
Cardiff 


Ketsatt, Joux, Prestwich, Fish Merchant. June 30. Withington, Petty & Bout- 


flower, Manchester 
LATIMER, Sanam, Liverpool. May 21. Peacock, Gregory & Son, Liverpool. 
Lerrten, Gronor Frepenic, Stockport. May 1. Ernest J. Gaunt, Manchester. 
Lewis, Axorto Joun, Bexhill. May 8 A. Glenton Lewis, 37, Norfolk-st. 
Macan, Evira Emma Ametis, Kingston-on-Thames. May 12. Arthur C. L. Durham, 
Surbiton. 
Meacock, James Samcet, Doncaster. May 10. Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster. 
Mavats, Atraep Tartor, Birkdale. May 8 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool. 
Netson, Anne, Derby. April ®. A. J. H. Oram, Buxton. 
Paor, Witt, Whitchurch, Bristol, Tobacco Operative. May 15. J. H. King, 


Bristol 

Puittirs, Parse Ror, Regent's Park. May 15. Cooper, Bake, Roche & Fettes, 
6 and 7, Portman-st 

Pven, Davin Witttams, Preston, Lancs. May 7. Douglas Houstoun, His Duchy of 
Lancaster 

Ripper, Maraaner, Tulee Hill. May 25. F. G. Cordwell & Son, 8, King’s Bench 
walk 

Scorr, Witten Jon, Streatham. May 3%. F. G. Cordwell & Son, 8, King’s Bench- 
walk 

Smapwei., Jons Emrtics Laxcetor, Bath. June 1. Tucker, Lake, & Lyon, 74, Great 
Russell st 

SueneattT, Wiittam, Stoke-upon-Trent. April 30. Clyde Chappell, Congleton. 

Tuomas, Jon~ Henry, Bermondsey May 6 Marchant, Newington & Tipper, 
Deptford 


Yoror, Vrnnon Cave, Shrewsbary April @. H. L. & W. P. Reade, Congleton. 
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Baver, Lovis Henry, Ridgmount-gdne Middix Theatrical Agent. May 22 
Vansey, Stammers & Co., 523, Coleman-st 

Rover, Jomy, Buckfastleigh, Devon. May 1 Tucker & Son, Ashburton, Devon 

Brasant, Harerer Marra, Bat) May 15. Capron & Co., Savilepl. 


Brapecry, Jane, Oldham. May 8. J. H. Ashton, Manchester. 


Cuetee, ae Ricaarp, Tunbridge Wells. May 21. Cheale & Son, Tunbridge 


4. 
Cutters, Witttam, Seven Kings, Essex, Examining Officer of Customs. May 21. 


Dinn & Son, 3, fag og 
Ctat, ABRanamM, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks., Woollen Manufacturer. May 10. Dickons 


& Aked, Halifax. 
Comets, Potrpore Gustave Jvutes, Antwerp. May 14. Roney & Co., 42, New 
Broad-st. 


Downes, Saman, Walsall. May 31. Stockdale & Brown, Wednesbury. 

EARNSHAW, OLemMent Frank, Sheffield. May 10. Seml. U. Blackburn, Sheffield. 

Fice or em The Hague, Holland. May 15. Durnford & Son, 9, King’s Bench. 
Walk. 

Hetp, Frepericx, Batley. May 10, Henry Whitfield, Batley. 

Horstry, Marr, Dover. May 13. Mowll & Mowll, Dover. 

Joxrs, Etranon, Oxton, Birkenhead. May 31. W. R. Evans, Lloyd & Williams, 
Wrexham. 

Ken, Groroe Danttne, Chelston, Torquay. May 20. Edward Wm. Bone, 6, 
Fredericks-pl. 

LARKeN, Metcatre, Kew Gardens. May 15. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett & Michelmore, 38, 
Bloomsbury-sq 

Mar, THomas, St. Paul's Cray, Kent. May 10. Harry F. Strouts, Monument Station. 
bidgs. 

Parpor, Frances ANN, Camberwell New-rd. May 2%. Kimber, Bull, Howlend, 
Clappé & Co., 6, Old Jewry. 

Paice, Maroarer Bearaice, Charch-st., Kensington. May 10. Ellerton & Wilbraham, 


High Holborn. 

Price, Caantes Fietper, Porchester-ga., Middlx., Company Director. May 12. 
Corbin, Greener & Cook, 52, Bedford-row. 

Rawson, Lady Brarrice, Bolney, Sussex. May 12. C. H. Waugh, Hayward's Heath, 
Sussex. 

Ricwarpson, Marr Janz, Gosforth. May 20. Robert Brown & Son, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 
Riexatt, Lioner, Watter, Hampstead, Actor. May 10. John H. Mote & Son, 11, 


Gray's inn-sq. 
Rownrner, Hannietr Settna, Weston-super-Mere. May 10. F. E. Metcalfe, Bristol. 
Ressett, Josern#, Walsall. May 14. 8S. Pearman Smith & Sons, Walsall. 
Turncock, Sanam Etizasern, Birkdale. May 15. A. J. Mawdsley, Southport. 

Wess, Witttam Grores, Kingswood, Glos. May 21. H. Gwynne Parry & Levy, 


Bristol. . 
Warncur, Joum, Grantham. May 14. R. A. White & Son, Grantham. 
Wairtatt, Jamas Hersert Brooxe, Cobham. June 1. Lazarus & Son, 5, Blooms- 


bury-sq. 
Witson, Watter Crrusert, Catford, 8.E. May 12. Gardiner & Co., 10, St. 


Swithin’s-la. 
Witatns, Writtam Hewxry, Hastings. May 20. W. T. Hick & Co., 21, Broad-st. 


House. 
Wirr, Carnotrne Janz, Weston-syper-Mare. April 30. W. R. Powell, Weston-super- 


Mare. Ss i Ce 
VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, a 





speciality.—{ADVT. ] 
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London Gazette.—Tvuespar, March 30 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 2. 

Monro, Kenxeta JOHN Berryman, Inetow, Devon 

High Court. Pet. Nov. 10. Ord. Jan. 21 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


LeaTHeRnsaRRow, G. H., Southport, Pureer. Liverpool. 


Bankruptcy Notices. Pet De. To. OM: Marah 18 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Davies, Davip, Barry Dock, near ts ~~ 
Oardiff. Adjjud. M 16, 1898. Annul. March 3 5: 
1920. _ ascae "| Beeston, Gronce, Manchester, Commission Agent. 


ADJUDIGATION ANNULLED AND REOEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. . . 
pe Grecnr, THomas Harotp, Woodford Wells = Court. Pet. March 3. Ord. Merch 28. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Beaver, James H., Giltepur-st., Advertising Agent. 
High Court. Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. March 30. 
Cardiff, Grocer. | Beaumonr Crcarerre Facrorr, Aldgate-av. High 
Court. Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. March 30. 


Manchester. Pet. March 16. Ord. March 30. 
Crown TRADING anv Svrrty Co., Craven-st. High 


Fietcuer, Harnotp Epwix, Upper George-st., Bryans- 


London Gagette of March 16. Cycle and Motor Engineer. High Court. - 
Erxix, Hinsca, Dunstan-houses, Stq G High May 30, 1905. Adjud. June 21, 1905. Rese. ani ton-sq. High Court. Pet. Feb. 25. Ord. March 30. 
; % sca, Dunstan-houses, Stepney Green ig Annul. Feb. 9. 1920. Fraxxs, Josnva, Broughton Astley, Hairdresser. 
, Leicester. Pet. March 29. Ord. March 29. 


Court. Pet. Feb. ll. Ord. Maroh 11. 
Amended Notices substituted for those published in 
the London Gasette of March 23. 
Green, Henny Witttram (Jonn.), Bvangelist-rd., Ken 
tish Town. High Court. Pet. Jan. 30 Ord 
March 19. 





Builder. High Court. 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, REGEIVING ORDER | Griwwoop, Fraxcts Groner, Queen Victoria-ct. 
ESOINDED AND PETITION DISMISSED. Oct. & 


Vavenan, Lovis Henry, Fonthill-rd., Finsbury Park, 
- H Ord. * sajud: Hares, Joux, Mexborough, Yorks, Miner. Sheffield. 
Feb. 10, 1916. Reso. and Annul. March 18, 1920. 


Solicitor. High Court. Pet. Ord. 
Maroh 3i. 


Ord. Jan. 17, 1916. 





Pet. March 31. Ord. March 31. 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, 


etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householder:. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers al! Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








For Further Information write: 


SPECIALISTS | 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
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The Lawyer's Complete Case Law Library. 


DESIGNED TO GIVE INSTANTANEOUS RESULTS ON ANY SUBJECT 
EQUIVALENT TO A COMPLETE PROLONGED 
RESEARCH IN ONE OF THE GREAT LAW LIBRARIES. 


The English « Empire Digest 


With complete annotations. 

















HE work which the Practitioner cannot do without if he would be 
up to date and never out of date. 


It will be a complete Digest and can be implicitly relied upon. 

It will avoid cases being overlooked, because no cases are overlooked. 

The work throughout will be dealt with by Specialists in their respective 
branches of Law after exhaustive research; it will, therefore, save research 
work by the Lawyer when preparing his case—this saves time and cases. 

Every case that will ever be contained in a brief will be dealt with; 


it will reveal the exact legal standing of all cases, and show the degree of 
authority of every case that has legal standing. 


The annotations will be of the most exhaustive nature: to work without 
annotations is dangerous. 

It will supply a long-felt need, and will be pafticularly appreciated by 
the Country Practitioner as a work which he requires more than any other 
to enable him to prepare his case in a minimum of. time with a maximum 
of detail and accuracy, 


Practitioners who do not subscribe will be at a disadvantage as 
compared with those who do. 


Can be obtained now at lower rates than will ever again be available. 








NO MORE OVERLOOKED CASES. FRUITLESS RESEARCH AVOIDED, 





Full Prospectus on aoplication. 


BUTTERWORTH & CO. 


(Ss. S. BOND), 


Bell Yard, Temple Bar, London, W.C. 2. 
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Hist. Isaac, Milford, near Stafford, Coal Merchant 
Stafford. Pet. March 15. Ord. March 30. 
Houron, Estaer ANN, Lipson, Plymouth Plymouth 
Pet. March 15. Ord. March 2 
Norton, Jownw Natraaniet, Liverpool, Dentist 
ool. Pet. Feb. 2. Ord. March 90 
Ewrno, Matcotm Harr, Paddington, 
Director Huh Court Pet Jan 
March 3 
THomas H. WYss 
Liverpool Pet 


Liver 


Company 
27 Ord 


Orr 


Produce Brokers 


March 3! 


& Co., Liverpool 
Mareh 3 Ord 


MEBTINGS 
Furniture Dealer 


Rastcate-row 
spril 15 at 


FIRST 


Arexanpen CHARLES Liandudno, 
April 20 at 12. Crypt-chmbrs., 
mont Cigarette Factory, Aldgate-av 
1! Bankruptoy -bldg Oarey-et 
Beaver James H., Gil itap st Advertising Agent 
pr 15 at 12 ies tey ‘bldge , Carey-st 
Joux, Pendleton, Dryealter. April 12 at 3 
Byrom-st., Manchester 
Epwis, ft 
16 at li 


Brat 


Eve 
Off. Re« 

Fiercurr, Haro.o 
t al | April 
street 

Faaxks, Josava Broughton 
resser April 13 at 3 


Laicester 


Bryans 
Carey 


pper George-st 


Jankruptey-bldgs., 


ster, Hair 
Berridge 


Astley, Leic« 
Off. Ree., 1, 


Denbighshire 
BKastwate-row, 


Batzaneta, Llanarmon-yn-yale, 
Orypt-chimh re 


Jones 
April 16 at I2 
Chester 

Rosert 

April 


Merioneth 
Hotel, Cor 


Pet.ixe Linnfihange! Corwen 
! 16 at 3.15. The Crown 
wen 

Scott, Erxest, Cookermouth, Grocer 
The Court House, Cockermouth 

Suira Airmen Epwin Fallowfield, 
Draper. April 2 ot 3.30. Off, Ree 


' 
ater 


Manohe 


April 9 at 3.45 


Manchester 
Byrom-st 


ADJIUDIOATIONS 

Suffolk, Grocer 

Maroh 31 

yngulting 
Ora 


WitttamM, Oueden 
Cambridge Pet. March 13. Ord 

Barer, Wititam EDWARD Wolverhampton, Cc 
Engineer. Wolverhamp Pet. Feb. 27 
March 29 


Bixey, Arrhcr 


ton 


Grore Inn-rd Hich Cour 


Ord. M 


Grey 
iroh 30 


OCHAreLieR, 
Feb. 18 
Comins, Jouw Witttam, ( 
Coventr Pet. Feb. 17 
Josuva. Broughton 
ster Det 


ventry, Furniture 
Ord. March 30. 
Astley, Leicester, Hair 
Maroh B®. Ord. March 29 
Outve Clapham, Pawnbroker. Wan 
Mareh 15. Ord. Maroh 29 
Joun. Mexborough, Yorke, 
March 31. Ord. Maroh 31 
Maximitean Josern, High Holborn, Engineer 
Pet. Dee. 10. Ord. March Si 
Hanley, Staffs, Merchant 
Ord. March @ 
Josern 
Manuf 
27. Ord 


PRANKS 
femaser. Lelio 
Harvey isworth 
Pet 
Hares 
Pet 
Hetmers 
High Court 
Stanyer, Jamra 
Pet. Jan. 10 


Miner. Sheffield 
Hanley 


Newcastle 
wpon-Tyne 


amd 
soturers 
Mareh 30 
stituted for those p 
of March 30 
Henny Harreey, Botolph-lane, Broker 
Pet. Feb. 4. Ord. March 3 
Ontipers, OCharies-st., St 
Pet. Oct. & Ord. March B 


WILKINSON 
upon-T yn 
Pet. Feb 


Tuomas Carss, 
Newcastle 


Not. 


the Lond 


Amended awh iblished in 
n Gaactte 
MILNER, 
Court 
Tuomrson, Harry 
High Court 
vette 


ondon Gar ‘TUESDAY, 


RECEIVING 
HANNAN LAMBERT 
25. Ord. Maroh 3 
TaYtor Toun Charing Oross-rd 
Feb. 256. Ord. March 25 


April 6 
ORDERS 
Leede Pet 


KILKENNY Leeds 
Feb 


High Court. Pet 
FIRST 

Copp, Witttm Joun 
tualler April 


MEETING. 


Caistor 
16 at 12.15 


ensed Vik 
neoln 


Lincoln, I 
Off. Ree., L 
ADJUDIOATIONS 


Moseley 
Pet 


FREDERICK 
Birming ham 


Bovenaam. FEpwis 
Manufacturer 
April 1 

KILKENNY 
Maroh 31 


Birmingham 
Feb. &. Ord 


HANNAn 
Ord 


LAMpent, Leeds. Leeds Pet 


Maroh &l 


ADJUDIOATION ANNULLED AND 
ORDER RESCINDED 
Roser, 
Court 

Rese 


RECEIVING 


Astiey, Henry 
tect Hich 
Aug. 26, 1915 


Arohi 
Adjud 
1920. 


Stagg-lane, 
Ord 
and Anoul. 


Edgware, 
Aug. 23, 1915 
March 31, 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Cotttsos, Bexsami~ Groner, Martock, Somerect. Black 
smith. Yeovil. Pet. April 7. Ord. April 7 
Jounson, Cuantes Roesvcx, Sheffield, Furniture Dealer 
Shefficld. Pet. Mar. 30. Ord. April 7 
Jounson, Jutta Paddington High Court. 
Feb. 27. Ord. April 7 
Trawsfynydd, 
Pet. April 7. 
Basinghall-st., 

Pet. March 19. Ord. April 7. 
Lrxas, Martin E.. & Co., Bedford-sq., Chartered Ac 


countants High Court. Pet. Jan. 16. Ord 
March 31. 


Pet 


Jones, Jonny, 
Portmadoc 
Krisr & Co., 


_Merionethshire, Butcher 
Ord. April 7. 
Merchants.* High Court 


* 


SIMMONDS, 


| 
W es? 





Puitir Jony, Brighton, Wholesale Haber- 
dashery and Sundriesman. Brighton. Pet. April 7. 


Ord. April 7 
Hensent Epwis 


bourne, Bournemouth 
April 7 


West South- 
Feb. 14. Ord 


Ber, 
Pet . 


otherwise 
Poole. 


FIRST MEETINGS 
Tar Crowns TRapine axp Svurrtr Co., Strand. 
it Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Grimwoop Francis Groner Queen Victoria-st., 
Solicitor Apri) 19 et ll Bankruptcy-bldgs., 
Carey -st 


April 20 


Miner 
Sheffield 
Merchant 
Stafford. 
Lipson, Plymouth. April 19 at 
Buckland-ter., Plymouth 
Jonunson, Jetta, Paddington. April 21 at 12. 
ruptey-bldgs., Carey-«t 
Kitsy & Co., Basinghall-st 
ll. Bankruptcy-blgs.. 
Lynas, Martin E., & Co 
Accountants \ 
Carey-st 


Hayes. Joux, Mexborough 16 at 12. 


Off. Rec., Figtree-la., 
Hitt, Issac, Milford, Coal 

The Vine Hotel, 
Hotres, Estarr ANN 

3. Off. Rec., 7, 


April 


April 16 at Il 


Bank- 


Merchants 
Carcy-st 
Bedford-sq., W.C., Chartered 
ril 20 at 12 Bankruptcy-bidgs 


April 20 at 


i 


OrRr-Ewine 
Director 
Carey-st. 


Matcoim Hart Paddington, 
April 223 at 12 


Company 
Bankruptcy-bidge., 


Tavton, Jonx, Charing Cross-rd 
ruptey-bidgs., Carey-st. 

Teaour A. H., Cardiff, He 
Off. Re 117, St. Mary-st 

Wrsne, Taomas Henry 
Liverpool, General 
11.30. Off. Re 
Liverpool 


April 21 at 11. Bank- 


rbalist April 16 at 12. 
Cardiff. 

and Dopesoy, THomss SrTseLe, 
Produce Brokers. April 16 at 
, Union Marine-bkigs., 11, Dale-st., 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Martock, Somerset 
April 7. Ord. April 7 


Plymouth. 
17 


CoLLines, Bexsamin Geonoe, 
snfth. Yeovil Pet 
Heo.rexs, Esther ANN 
Pet. March 15 
Jones. JouN Trawsfynydd 
Portmad« Pet. April 
Wits, Oxford-st. Hi 
April 7 
Puri Joux 
and Sundri« 


Biack- 


Lipson, 
Ord. Apri 


Meri 


Plymouth 


nethshire 
Ord 


Butcher. 


April 7. 
Mower, Friptsov zh Court 
Dec S51 Ord 
SIMMONDS 
dashery 
Ord. April 


Pet. 


Bri 


sman 


ghton, Wholesale 
Brighton. Pet. 


Haber 
April? 
Wrysye, Toomas Henry 
Liverpool, General 
Ord. 


and 
Produce 
April 7 


Dopeson, THOMAS STEELE, 
Brokers. Liverpool 
Pet. March 3 


WTY OF LONDON.—Freehold Ground- 
remt of £165 per annum, well secured on 
premises in Watling-street, with Reversion to an 
estimated rental of £500 per annum in # years. 
To be sold by Private Treaty.—For particulars, 
apply to Messra. 8. WALKER & SON, 22, Moorgate- 
street, E.0. 2. 


PERIODICAL SALES. 
ZSTABLISHED 1843. 


MESSRS H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
conduct PERIODICAL SALES of 

REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 

LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, 

LIFE POLICIES, 

Shares and Debentures, 

Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 

Kindred Interests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at WINCHESTER HOUSE Old 
Broad-street, E.C. 

Offices, 6, Poultry, London, &.C. 2. Telegrams, “ Invari- 

ably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2063 and 20964 City. 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 


ESSRS. H.E.FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
LVI beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
= be heid at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, 

LC. 

Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, B.C. 2, 
pear yt “Invariably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2963 
an Oley. 


FRYER, COOPER & Co.’s AUCTION ROOM 
(Established 1960), 

5, REDCROSS STREET, FORE STREET, E.C. 1. 

The Largest and best appointed Auction Galleries tn 


the City of London. 
VALUERS AND TRADE STOCK EXPERTS. 
Weekly Bates me Office Furniture, Boots, 
Leather G ~ ye ry, Clothing. ‘Weoliens 
laneous Stoc 
ne Friarlike, London.” ’Phone No.—City 308. 




















THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


PARALYSED 2 and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSSURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospita) of ite kind. 
The Charity is foreed at present te rely, te some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 
Annuities for 


These desiring te provide 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
vO 1 ceataaaaia CARRYING LIFES ANNUITIES 


"THE RARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 
| Sa COTE SRA 


KERR & LANHAM, 


Law Stationers and Lay Agents. 











ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, DRAFTS AND DEEDS 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED. 


COUNTRY QADERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION, 
16, Furnival St., Holborn, E.C. 





£5 To ees ADVANCEB 








INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and 
privately. #or particulars apply to 
Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG. 
Resident Medieal Superintendent 
Telephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 





WANTED, Nos. 30, 35 and 49 of Weekly 
Reporter, Vol. 54, 1905- 6; 6d. will be paid for each 
at the office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 2. 


KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S 
SALE ROOMS 
FOR 
JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, 
FURNITURE, CHINA, 


And all classes of Valuable Property. 
SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES, FIRE VALUATIONS. 








Special Estate Room tor Auctions ef Real Property 
and Investments, 


0, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.1. 


BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 





Small Advertisements. 
ONCE 3 6 
30 Words 4s. Od. 108. Od. 18s. Od. 
Every additional 10 Words 1s. Od. 
extra for each insertion. 








